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discovered, so to alter the rules and regulations as | 


to avoid a repetition of those frauds. 

With reference to the back pay of the registers 
and receivers, I will not travel out of the scope of 
the amendment I have offered, to say anything 
upon that subject now, but Ido hope that before 
this matter is definitely settled, 1 shall be heard, 
and 1 will then exhibit to the House, in the fullest 


manner, and from statistics, how mach merit | 
there is in this proposition to pay the registers and | 


receivers. 


: . | 
| want now to make an inquiry of the gentle- | 


man from New Hampshire, and of the gentleman 


from Illinois. They have made inquiries of me | 
with reference to the probable extent of the oper- | 


ation of that section of the bill which prowiaes for 
the granting of land to certain soldiers who 


were called out for the suppression of Indian hos- || 


tilities. Iam not able to answer that question 
exactly, but I would ask if any gentleman upon 
this floor, who voted for the original bounty land 
bill, knew or could have found out by the utmost 
industry, what would be the precise extent of the 
— of that bill? Now,I am not exactly a 


ankee, but I am-~a sort of a first cousin to it, | 
and I will answer the gentlemen’s question by || 
asking them another, and that is, whether they || 
can tell this House how much money will have to || 


ay to these ~~ s and receivers ? 
r.BISSELL. Yes, I will answer it in three 
ininutes, if the gentleman will engage then to sup- 


port the bill. 


Mr. DUNHAM. I hope my colleague [Mr. | 
Fircu]} will permit the gentleman from Illinois to || 


answer the question. 
Mr. KING, of New York. I desire to inquire 


of the Chair whether, under a motion to refer, it | 


is in order to discuss the general merits of the 
bill? 

The SPEAKER, They may be examined in 
order to ascertain the propriety of the reference 
of the bill. 

Mr. DUNHAM. One interrogatory which I 
desire the gentleman to answer is with reference to 
the amount of this back pay; and the other is 
whether he can give any information as to how 


much has been received by these registers and re- || 


ceivers under the law, of which there has been no 


report? That question I do not propose to discuss | 


now; but if I have an opportunity before the sub- 
ject is disposed of, it is my intention to give the 
cts of the case in reference to this matter. 

Mr. BISSELL. As I have been appealed to so 
directly by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Douwuam,] I trust his colleague (Mr. Fircn] will 
now allow me to reply. 

Mr. FITCH. I must put astop to this kind of 
discussion. 

Mr. BISSELL. I trust the gentleman will, at 

least, give me an opportunity to answer the last 
question, 
_Mr. HOUSTON. ,I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion, As the morning hour has expired, 1 sup- 
pose I have the right to move that we do now pro- 
os to dispose of the business on the Speaker’s 
table, . 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order. 

Mr, HOUSTON. There are many bills upon 
the Speaker’s table—— 

Mr. FITCH. This, I suppose, is the effect of 
courtesy. I will yield to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, (te. Hovsron;} but % is the last time I 
will yield for the purpose of explanation. 1 had 
ho sooner yielded to my colleague (Mr. Dunnam] 

n he commenced a warfare upon the other 
members of the same committee—— 

Mr. DUNHAM. The gentleman is mistaken. 

The SPEAKER. This discussion is out of or- 
der. The gentleman from Alabama has moved to 
proceed to the consideration of the business upon 
the Speaker’s table; which motion is in order. 


The question was then taken, and carried in the 
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TUESDAY, JANUARY 20, 1852. 





REPORT FROM THE TREASURY. 

| ® The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
| munication from the Treasary Department, trans- 
mitting copies of additional estimates, and accom- 
yanying papers, submitted by the Secretary of 
Var, and which that officer requests may be con- 
sidered as supplemeutary to the estimates trans- 
mitted under date of the 12th instant; which com- 
munication was referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

Also, laid before the House a communication 
from the Clerk of the House, accompamed by a 
statement of the clerks and other persons employed 
in his office during the year ending December 31, 
1851, and showing the amount of their pay and 


the time employed; which was ordered to lie on || 


the table and be printed. 
BILLS ON THE SPEAKER'S TABLE. 


The House then a to consider House | 
n act to admit a certain ves<#| 


| bill No. 47, being * 
| sel [brig Ettawan] to registry,’ which had been 
|| returned from the Senate with an amendment. 

{| Mr. WALSH. 

i} ment of the Senate. I will state to the House the 
| substance of the amendment. When this subject 
|| was first before the House, the committee ,to 


having been substantially rebuilt at Charleston, 
|| South Carolina, and the House at onge directed 


concur in the amendment. 


' 
| The question was then taken, and the amend- | 


|| ment was concurred in. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


|| under the fifteenth section of the act of the sixth 


| of August, 1846, for additional services required 
|, under that act; which was read a first and second | 
|| time by its title, and referred to the Committee of 


Ways and Means. 


Also, Senate bill to authorize the Secretary of 
the Treasury to issue a register to the brig Ada; || 
which was read a first and second time by its title. 
It will take but a moment to dis- 
| pose of this bill, and I move that it be put ow Sits 


‘| Me. PENN. 


| passage. 


| . The bill having been read through, it was or- 
dered to a third reading. It was then read the | 


' third time and passed. 





tee on Public Lands, The committee have acted 


I move to concur in the amend- | 


which Jt was referred thought the evidence suffi- | 


: : || clent to show that it was an American vessel, | 
be appropriated out of the Treasury to give back | 


| tives of William A. Slacum, ¢ 


the collector to admit her to registry. ‘The Senate 
thought proper, however, to refer the whole mat- | 
| ter to the Treasury Department, which I think is 


a more proper direction. I hope the House will || 
: !| tary Affairs, 


1} 

| The SPEAKER then laid before the House a 
|| Senate bill, to provide compensation to such per- || 
|| sons as may be designated by the Secretary of the 
|| Treasury to receive and keep the public money | 
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upon it. I can therefore see no advantage in re- 


ferring it back to that committee, [move that it be 


| referred to the Committee of the Whole, and that 


it be made the order of the day for to-morrow. 

The question was then taken, and the bill was 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House. 

The following Senate bills were severally read a 
first and second time by their titles, and referred 
as indicated below, viz: 

The bill for the relief of Charles Melrose, re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims; 

The bill for the relief of Sidney 8. Alcott, re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims; 

The bill for the relief of the heirs o f Judith 
Worthen; referred to the Committee of Claims; 

A bill to authorize Victor Morass to relinquish 
certain lands, and to enter the same quantity else- 
where, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands ; 

The bill for the relief of William Darby, referred 
to the Committee of Claims; 

The bill for the relief of William B. Greene, re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims; 

The bill granting relief to John A. MeGaw, of 
New York, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce; 

The bill for the relief of the personal representa- 

som tee referred to 
the Committee on F@reign Affairs; and 

The bill for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Hetzel, 
the widow and administratrix of A. R. Hetzel, late 
an agsistant quartermaster in the Army of the 
Unit@l States, referred to the Committee on Mili- 


The bill from the Senate for the relief of Adju- 
tant General Roger Jones, was read a first and 
| second ume by its title. 

Mr. BOCOCK moved that it be referred to the 
| Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Bocock,] who made the motion to 
refer that bill to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to withdraw it. 1 apprehend that this bill need 

| not be referred to any cominittee. It has passed 
the Senate three several times unanimously, and 
has met with favorable reports three several times 
from committees of this House; and it passed the 


|| Senate a few days ago with one single dissenting 


| voice, after having had its whole merits spoken of 
|; and reported upon by a committee. Lask thegen- 
| tleman from Virginia, therefore, to withdraw his 
motion, and let the bill be put upon its passage, 
A Voice. What is the bill? 
Mr. GORMAN. A bill for the relief of Gen- 
eral Roger Jones 


Mr. CARTTER. 





To pay him for an office 


Senate bill granting to the State of Mississippi 
,, the right of way and donation of public lands for || 
|| the purpose of locating and constructing a rail- 
road from Brandon, on the eastern border of said | 
i State, in the direction of Montgomery, Alabama, || ined into its merits and am, satisfied that it ought 
|| was read a first and second time by its title, and || to pass. If, in the gentleman’s opinion, there is 
|| referred to the Committee on Public Lands | any chance of its being passed if now put upen 
|| Senate bill for the relief of Mrs. A. M. Dade, || its passage, I Will with great pleasure withdraw 
| the widow of the late Major T. L. Dade, Major in | the motion to refer. Bat! did not suppose at the 
|| the United States Army, was read a first and sec- || time I made the motion that \he House would be 
ond time by its title, and referred to the Committee || willing to put the bill upon its passage without 
on Invalid Pensions. examining it. I will, however, withdraw the mo- 
Senate bill for the relief of Richard Chaney }| tion at the suggestion of the gentleman. 
and others, having been read a first and second |} Mr. CARTTER. I renew the motion. 
time by its title, | Mr. GORMAN. Do I understand that the 
Mr. CARTTER moved.,to refer it to.the Com- || gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Carrren) makes the 
mittee of Claims, as he believed it was a private | motion to refer it? 
claim. || TheSPEAKER. He does. : ; 
Mr. HENN moved that it be referred to aj} Mr.GORMAN. Very well, 1 will upon this 
Committee of the Whoie House, and made the || occasion ask the House to refuse to refer it, for the 
order of the day for to-morrow. | reason that there is no necessity for it. Two min- 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from || utes will satisfy the House, I apprehend, of that 
Ohio move to refer the bill to the Committee of i fact. ; 
Claims ? | Mr. CARTTER. «Is the question debatable? 
Mr. CARTTER. I understand that it origin- | Mr. GORMAN, It is. 
ated with the Committee on Public Lands. I now | _Mr. CARTTER. Very well, and I shall take 


he did not hold. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I have no objection to the bill 
being put upon its passage if the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Gorman} desires it. | have exam- 


} 
i] 
1] 

| 








aff move to refer it back to that Committee. My only | the liberty to reply. ; 
ete — object is to dispose of the bill. || Mr. BISSELL. I would suggest to ee 
So the aeetceniees to the consideration of |} Mr. HENN. | will stateto thegentleman that || from Indiana, [Mr. Gorman,] that the bill will 

the business on the Speaker’s table. _ the same bill has been up once before the Commit- |! pass quite as speedily by referring it. It ia a bill 
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of manifest merits, and that a committee cannot | fully in the regular routine, 


but report favofably upon it. 

Mr. GORMAN. 1 will withdraw. 

Mr. CARTTER. I do not want this billto go 
before the House with this manifest advantage. | 
think I have some knowledge of it; and if | cor- 
rectly comprehend it, it is nothing more nor less 
than a naked proposition to pay a military officer 
a salary, covering a period of time when he did not 
hold the office. It strikes me that bill was before 
the Committee on Military Affairs atthe last Con- 
gress. 

Mr. GENTRY. I hope my friend from Ohio 
{Mr. Carrrer] will allow me to correct him ina 
misapprehension. I feel confident that he would 


not wish to prejudice the House against the bill if 


he comprehended the facts, He is in error in the 
facts which he states. 


Mr. CARTTER. 


I will say to my friend, that 


I made these remarks merely with the view of 


bringing the attention of the House to this fact. 


They will find, when they investigate the bill—if 


my. memory serves me right in regard to the in- 
vestigation of it during the last Conzress—that it 


18 a proposition to give him pay, in imitation of 


pay given to certain other officers—pay outside of 
the provision for his payment in the office that he 
held during the time. 

Mr. GENTRY. 
upon the subject. 

Mr. CA RETER. 
tizate it. 

Mr. GENTRY. It is to give him pay for an 
office which he held legally and constitutional] y— 
that fact having been decided by authorities com- 
etent to decide it—but an office from the duties of 
which he was excluded fo®a time by what has 
heen decided to be an improper exercise of Exec- 
utive authority, The bill proposes that which is 
in conformity with the practice of the ¢ 7OVeqgpment 
inal similar eases. W hen the Army was reduced 
in 1817, if | remember right—there being two ad- 
jutant generals—the President of the United States 
did not retain either, but displaced them both, and 
appointed another man de novo. ‘The Senate of the 
United States took the matter into consideration, 
and decided that, under the law, the President had 
no right thus to act, and refused to confirm his 
nomination, It was made the subject of a formal 
communication to the Senate by the Executive of 
the Government, arguing the question at length, 
and was taken under consideration by the Senate, 
and ably discussed and reported upon, and still the 
Senate refused to confirm the nomination thus 
made; and so, in the Army Register for several 
years under President Monroe’s administration, 
this office was reported as vacant, while legally it 
was not vacant. General Jones was the adjutant 


My friend is entirely wrong 


I hope the Elouse will inves- 


general de facto, and by the law; but by this act of 


the Executive he was not permitted to perform its 
duties. When Mr. Adams came into power, 
knowing fully the facts of the case, instead of is- 
suing « general order to the Army to recognize 
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F / 
but the manner we 
are now adopting, of taking up certain favorite | 
measures and passing them through, is doing in- | 


justice to the great mass of bills upon the calendar, | 


Now I propose that this bill shall take its regular | 
routine, go to a Committee of the Whole, and be 
taken up as it should be. We should adhere to 
the uniform practice of this House in former timgs. 
Now, we are giving certain favorites the opportu- 
nity of getting their measures through, while we 
are neglecting others of equal merit. I have 
nothing more to say upon this subject, except that 
1 know nothing of the merits of this bill. I do 
not speak upon the merits of it. But 1 say it 
should go to the Committee of the Whole, where 
it can be fully and freely examined and under- 


stood, and passed in the ordinary routine, 


" 


The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Carrtrer, to refer the bill to a Committee of 
the Whole House; and it was agreed to. 


The following bills from the Senate were then | 


severally read a first and second time by their 
titles, and referred as indicated below: 


The bill for the relief of the representatives of | 
Joseph Watson, jr.; referred to the Committee on 


Indian Affairs. 

The bill for the relief of Rufus Dwinell; referred 
to the Committee on the Post Cffice and Post 
Roads. 

The bill for the relief of Allen G. Johnson; re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 

The bill to extend a patent heretofore granted 


tq John Shly, of the State of Georgia; referred to | 


the Committee on Patents. e 
CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY ROOMS. 
The bill from the Senate to provide a room for 
the Congfessional Library, was read a first and 


second time by its title. 
Mr. STANLY. If there is no objection, I 


| suggest the propriety of putting that bill upon its 


massage, 
[Cries of ** Read it!”’ ** Reagl it!’’] 
The bill was then read, as follows: 


“That the suin of $1,200 be hereby appropriated, to be ex- 
pended under tie direction of the Commissioner of Public 


Buildings, for the purpose of fitting up the document-room | 


and a portion of the adjoining passage, to receive, tempo- 


| rarily, a portion of the books of the Congressional Library.”’ 


General Jones as adjutant general, and not wish- || 


ing, 
decessor, he reappointed him, and the Senate con- 
firmed that appointment. ‘This was founded upon 
the previous act of the Senate, which had refused 
to acknowledge the vaaancy, and constantly recog- 
nized him as the legal adjutant general of the 
United States Army. This bill proposes to give 
him the pay he would otherwise have drawn 
through this period of time. 

Mr. CARTTERe I wish to inquire of the 
member from Tennessee [Mr. Gentry] whether 
he did not receive the pay of adjutant general 
during the whole time? 

Mr. GENTRY. He did not. This bill pro- 
poses to correct that deficiency, and nothing more. 
Mr. CARTTER. What pay did he reccive? 

Mr. GENTRY. 
of artillery. 

Mr. CARTTER, Was that his rank? 

Mr. GENTRY. ‘That was his lineal rank be- 
fore he was promoted to Adjutant General. 

Mr. CARTTER, Then he is paid. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. 
from Indiana, [Mr, Gormay,] but it is a practice 
against which I must be allowed to enter my pro- 
test. We have time to investigate every bill that 


is brought before us, if gentlemen will sit in this | 


Halil and do our duty to our constituents, our- 
selves, and our éountry. 


[ suppose, to cast any censure upon his pre- | 


He received pay as lieutenant | 


‘ I would be willing that this | 
bill should pass, out of courtesy to the gentleman | 


We can examitie them | 


Mr. CHANDLER. 
be put immediately upon its passage. 
no objection, I will move the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. As the bill makes an appro- 
priation, it requires the unanimous consent of the 
House to its passage now. 


There being no objection, the bill was read a | 


third time and passed. 


The bill from the Senate for relief of Thomas | 
Snodgrass, was read a first and second time by | 


its lable, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
A ffairs. 


The bill from the Senate for the relief of the le- | 


gal representatives of John Rice Jones, was read 


a first and second time by its title, and referred to 
| the Committee on Private Land Claims. 
The SPEAKER stated that all the business on | 


the Speaker’s table was disposed of. 
On motion, the House then adjourned. 





PETITIONS, &ce. 
The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees: 


By Mr. HENDRICKS: The petition of William Wil- 


liains, 4 citizen of Johnson county, Indiana, praying that | 


he may be authorized to surrender the title to a quarter see- 


| tion of bounty land, situate in the State of Missouri, and 
that he may locate his warrant upon the same quantity of 


land subject to private entry, &e. 
By Mr. WALBRIDGE: The petition of A.'T. Cochran 
and 74 others, citizens of Corning, New York, for a tele- 


| graph line from Fort Independence to the Pacific. 


| Also, the petition of 102 citizens of Millport, New York, 
praying for the relief of Joseph C. Stott, postmaster of 


Millport. 


By Mr. HENN: The petition of James MeAvoy, of 


Iowa, asking for relief. 


Also, the petition of John K. Cook and 54 others, citi- | 


zens of Lowa, asking for the creation of a new land district 
in the western part of said State, and for the location of the 
land office therefor at Kanesville. 

Also, the petition of W. B. Ferguson and 25 others, 
upon the same subject. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: The petition of Ald. Wm. Gallaway, 
asking Congress to pay him for services rendered in taking 
testimony in the case of the contested election in the fourth 
Congressional District in Pennsylvania, in accordance with 
a resolution of this House, passed January 21, 1850. 

By Mr. FULLER, of Maine: The memorial of Samuel 
Adams, et al., citizens of Castine, Maine, praying Con 
to take measures to have national disputes settled by “ um- 








I hope that the bill will | 
If there is | 


J an. 16, 


age,’ rather than appe gs 
Pawekae more. “= mye emma, and that nations 
By Mr. BRIGGS: The memorial and resolution by 
| President and Directors of the American Seamen's p- the 
Society, in the city of New York, asking relief for se — 
at home and in foreign ports. —_ 
By Mr. KUHNS: The petition of William P. Bowhs 
, for compensation for services rendered the Governme mk 
| ship building, by his invention and improvements in 
cogwing or a dowelling instrument. , 
By Mr. MILLSON: The petition of 37 Citizens of 
Princess Anne county, Virginia, asking authority to pe 
canal to connect the western extremity of Linkhorn b “ 
with Lynnhaven river and Lynnhaven bay. " 
On motion by Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania, it was 
Ordered, That the papers of W. H. Diehl be wit 
from the files of the House, and referred to the Co 
on [nvalid Pensions. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
I’nipay, Janugry 16, 1852. 
The House met at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer 
by the Rev. Mr. Butier. F 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved, 
On motion by Mr. DANIEL, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of William p. 
Nourse, a passed midshipman in the Navy of the Uniteg 
States, praying payment for the discharge of duties not 
called for by his rank, be taken frem the files of the House, 

| and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. D. I move that the rules be suspended, 
and that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole upon the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FITCH. It requires, 1 believe, a suspen. 
sion of the rules for that purpose, aad I would ask 
if the motion supersedes the ordinary business of 

| the morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. The 29th rule provides that 
Friday and Saturday,in every week shall be set 
apart for the consideratiou of private bills and pri- 
vate business, in preference to any other, unless 

| otherwise determined by a majority of the House, 

Mr. MASON. Then let us have the regular 

|| order of business. " 

The question being put, the motion was agreed 
to. 

So the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole House, (Mr. Sermour, of Connecti- 
cut, in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN stated the first business be- 
fore the committee was bill No. 88, for the relief 
of William Greer, reported by Mr. Mace from 
the Committee of Claims. 

The bill was then read through. - 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I would like to hear the 
report made in this case read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed by 
the Crier that the report has not yet been re- 

| turned from the printer. . 

Mr. MACE. The claim of Mr. Greer is one 
growing out of a contract which he had with the 
Post Office Department, to furnish certain blanks, 
&c., to the postmasters of the State of Georgia. 
Under his contract, when he distributed this post 
office matter to the postmasters of that State he 
was required to take vouchers, and these vouchers 
were t6 be transmitted to the Post Office Depart- 
ment, amongst other things to avoid the payment 
of postage. But it seems that at Savannah, the 
postmaster, instead of doing this, transmitted these 
vouchers directly to Mr. Greer; and for the pur- 
pose of obtaining them, he was compelled to pay 
the postage upon them. The postage amounted to 
$60 25; and the Post Office Department refused to 
make this allowance, because they were not trans- 
mitted to the Post Office Department, and because 
the Postmaster General conceived that he had not 
' the authority ‘to make the allowance under any 
law. Had these vouchers been transmitted to the 
Post Office Department directly, as they should 
have been, there would have been no difficulty 
about it. They were transmitted to Mr. Greer, 
and he had to pay the postage for them out of his 
own pocket. So the committee must see, that ac- 
cording to every principle of right, Mr. Greer 1s 
entitled to this sum of money, with interest upon 
; it, 4 
|| Mr. FOWLER. When did this take place? 

+ Mr. MACE, In 1843. ‘ 
| The bill was then ordered to be laid aside, and 
|rreported to the House, with a recommendation that 


|| it do pass. 
WILLIAMS, STAPLES & WILLIAMS. 


The“bill (No. 89) for the relief of Williams, 
Staples & Williams, came up as the next in order 
| upon the calendar. ~ 























ae 
ry 


\\ 


oa 8 oat al 


——— 






- + 16, 
hat nations 


tion by the 
en's Prieng 
10F seamen 


J 
- Bowhay 


ernment jn, 


Ots, being g 
Citizens of 
ity 10 cut a 
ikhorp bay 


it was 
wi thdrawn 
Committee 


ES, 
Prayer 
‘ipproved, 


Villiam Rp. 
the United 
duties not 
the House, 
i. 

Spended, 
ommittee 


\ Suspen- 
rould ask 
Siness of 


ides that 
ul be set 
sand pri- 
T, unless 
p House. 
e regular 


is acreed 


mittee of 
onnecti- 


iness be- 
the relief 
CE from 


hear the 


rmed by 
been re- 
ar is one 
with the 
blanks, 
Georgia. 
his post 
State he 
‘ouchers 
Depart- 
payment 
nah, the 
ed these 
the pur- 
1 to pay 
unted to 
fused to 
yt trans- 
because 
had not 
der any 
dt to the 

should 
ifficulty 
. Greer, 
it of his 
that ac- 
treer is 
st upon 


lace? 


de, and 
ion that 


S. 


illiams, 
n order 


1852. 














The bill was then read through. 
Mr. FOWLER. Let us hear the report in this 


case. 

The CHAIRMAN. There has been no report 
made in'regard to it. ; , 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. The bill states sub- 
stantially the facts of the case. There was a re- 

ort made, but I understand it has not been printed. 
Phe persons claiming relief in this case imported 
molasses. By an agreement between the import- 
ers and the collector of,the port, the goods were 
stored in the warehouse mutually agreed upon by 
them—the public warehouse at that time being 
thought not sufficiently safe. The goods while in 
that state, in unbroken packages, were destroyed 
by fre. The importers paid the duties, ahd they 
went to the Treasury for relief. Being advised 
they could not get it there, they applied to Con- 
cress to have the duties refunded to them. It is, 
therefore, simply “to refund the money they paid 
upon these several hogsheads of molasses which 
were destroyed, and which did not go into the 
general consumption of the country, that this bill 
ssreported. The bill is one in accordance with 
universal usage from the foundation of this Gov- 
ernment, : 1 

Mr. FOWLER. I wish to ask one question. 
Itis, whether this is not the same case which was 
brought up here during the last session of Con- 
gress: 

Mr. FULLER. It is the same bill, and it was 
reported upon favorably. In no case, I believe, 
where duties have been paid upon goods destroyed 
by fire, while in the public warehouse, and where 
other goods were necessarily imported to fill their 
place, have the Government refused, upon appli- 
cation, to refund the duties. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. What was done with the 
bill at the last session? 

Mr. FULLER. It failed for want of time, like 
agreat many others, 

Mr. MILLSON., ’ 
planation, that this bill has received the unani- 
mous approbation of the committee, as it has 
twice received the unanimous approval of the pop- 
ular branch of two Congresses. I have before me 
the report of the committee made at the last ses- 
sion, and I will send it to the Clerk’s table to be 
read, as it sets forth all the facts in the case. 

“That it appears from the facts in the case that the peti- 
tioners imported into the port of Norfolk, on or about the 
6th of June, 1848, a cargo of sugars. consisting of 192 hogs 
heads and six tierees, upon which the duties amounted to 
$1,877 40; that the entire cargo was bonded and ware 
housed not in the ordinary public stores, as they were con- 
sidered by the collecter of the port unsafe at the time, but in 
a warehouse selected by the revenue officers of the Govern- 
ment for the especial purpose, having been examined by 
the surveyor of the port, and approved by the petitioners; 
that subsequently the said warehouse, together with 121 
hogsheads of the aforesaid sugars, was destroyed by fire; 
that the memoralists immediately paid the duties charge- 
able upon the remaining 71 hagsheads and six tierces, 
amounting to $720 90, which were saved from the confia- 
gration, and applied to the Secretary of the Treasury to 
cancel their bond upon which remained still due the sum of 
$1,156 50, the amount of duties chargeable upon the sugars 
destroyed as aforesaid ; that failing in this relief, in order to 
preventexpense of a suit, they also paid the sum of $1,156 50 
in full, which they now ask Congress to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to refund to them. Your com 


mittee are of the opinion that their request should be 
granted, and accordingly hereby report for their relief.”’ 


Mr. MILLSON resumed. I myself have some 
personal knowledge of the very disastrous con- 
flagration by which these goods were destroyed. 
At the time of their destruction the duties had not 
been paid by the memoralists. They accordingly 
addressed a memorial to the Thirtieth Congress, 
requesting that their bond might be canceled. A 
favorable report was made from the Committee 
on Commerce; and a bill reported for their relief, | 
directing their bonds to be canceled, was unan- 
imously passed by the House of Representatives, 
which failed, however, to be considered in the 
Senate. In the mean time the bond became due, 
and it was necessary that payment should be 
made. They discharged the bond, which had 
not been canceled, and addressed their petition to 
the last Congress, requesting the return of duties 
which had been paid. A bill was reported from 
the Committee on Commerce by Mr. Phenix, of 
New York, which again passed the House of 

epresentatives unanimously, at an early period 


of the session, but a second ‘time, amid the multi- | 


farious occupations of the Senate, failed to pass 
that body, though it passed this body. The peti- 
Uoners were again under the necessity of coming 





I will say by way of ex- || 
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to Congress for relief. They have again received 
a favorable report from the committee, and I am 
very sure that it will again receive the approba- 
tion of this House, and be unanimously adopted. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. I wish to inquire of the 
gentleman if the report of this year coincides with 
the report just read? 
| Mr. MILLSON, 
does. 


| Mr. FULLER, of Maine. With the leave of 
the gentleman, I will answer that question. The 
Committee on Commerce this year adopt as their 
report that of the Committee on Commerce of the 
previous year, which has just been read. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. [I only wish to say this: that 
it strikes me that it is founded upon a general 
principle which has long prevailed, of refunding 
duties upon goods that are thus destroyed. It was 
adopted in regard to the great fire in the city of 
New York, and has ever continued from that time 
down to the present. 

Mr. FULLER. 
the year 1790. 

Mr. MILLSON. It is a principle which has 
always received the approbation of Congress. It 
is one which has never been called in question. 
These goods, as appears from the report of the 
committee, were in possession of the Government 
at the time of the destruction of the building. The 
building was itself selected by the Government as 
the depository of goods. These persons have 

| paid to the Government duties upon merchandise 
| which never entered into the consumption of the 
| country; and which was destroyed while in the 


I take it for granted that it 


The principle dates back to 


|| possession of the Government, in a building se- 


| lected by the officers of the Government them- 

| selves. I trust that it will be allowed to pass. 

| The bill was then laid aside to be reported to 

| the House, with a recommendation that it do pass. 
JAMES FERGUSON. 

The next bill in order, No. 90, for the relief of 
James Ferguson, the surviving partner of Fergu- 
| son & Milhado, was then read through. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. ‘This case stands 
precisely upon the same facts as the case which 
| has just passed from under the consideration of 
| the House. It is for sugars and molasses de- 
| stroyed in the same fire and precisely under the 


|| same circumstances. 


I desire to ask the gentleman 


| Mr. HUNTER. 


| from Maine {[Mr. Futier] what reason there is | 


why the exact amount to be paid cannot be stated 
| in the bill? ‘ 
| cannot be ascertained now and stated in the bill? 
| Mr. FULLER. Itis stated, I will inform the 
gentleman. 
| Mr HUNTER. It says, not more than so 
much, which means going up to the highest point. 
Mr. FULLER 
| dence before the committee, by the certificate of 
the collector and the Secretary of the Treasury, 
shows, that the maximum in the bill was the pre- 
| cise amount paid. As to the form of the bill in 
| that case, which bill I had the honor of presenting 
| as a member of the Committee o ommerce, I 
| only adopted the printed bill of t revious ses- 
| sion, to save the trouble of drawing it up, 

Mr. MILLSON. I will state to the gentleman 
| from Ohio, [Mr. Hunrer,] that I obtained the 
| certificate of the amount paid. 
| Mr. HUNTER. Is it the amount named in 
| the bill? 

Mr. FULLER. 
| bill. 
| Mr. HUNTER. I only object to it because 
| the precise amount to be paid is not fixed defi- 
| nitely in the bill. 
| Mr. FULLER. I can see very readily the rea- 
| sons for having the bill drawn in that form, and 
| it is out of abundant caution. The memorialists in 
| this case have shown to the committee, and to their 
| satisfaction, the amount they paid. The bill in 
| its terms requires them to show to the collector 
| also the amount, up to the maximum in the bill. 

If by possibility there has been a mistake—if the 
‘| maximum is too high, the language of the bill 
gives security on the side of the Government. 
| Mr. HEBARD. I wish to inquire of the gen- 
| tleman from Maine, who reported this bill, wheth- 
er there was any proof before the committee that 
| these goods had been burned? 
|| Mr. FULLER. There was clear and satisfac- 
tory proof before the committee. 


It is the amount named in the 


Why is it, that the precise amount | 


I will only say, that the evi- | 
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Mr. HEBARD. I wish to inquire, also, why 
that proof is turned over to the Secretary of the 
Treasury for examination, before the money can 
be paid? , 

Mr. FULLER. I will answer the gentleman, 
that it was only out of abundant caution, requiring 
them to furnish to the Deparement the same proofs, 
of which the committee has possession, to guard 
against the possibility of mistake. 

Mr. HEBARD. I only inquire, whether it 
was proved ,to the satisfaction of the committee, 
and that will be satisfactory te me, 

Mr. FULLER. The original bond and «the 
certificate gf cancellation of the collector of the 
port, were before the committee. : 

Mr. BELL. I do not rise to object to the prin- 
ciple embraced in the two bills which have been 
presented to the House, but I think it is at least 
an injudicious method of arriving at the matier. 
i suggest to the committee which reported these 
bills, whether it would not be well to report a gen- 
eral law, embracing the principle contained in 
these private bills, and leaving it discretionary 
with the Treasury, to adjust all such cases under 
the rule prescribed by such general law. Hereare 
two cases precisely alike, and probably there may 
be fifty more during the session, of a similar char- 
acter. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
ment has warehouses now. 

Mr. BELL. That may be ail true, but the 
principle of this is not different from the general 
principle, where the property has been destroy ed 
by fire or accident; and [ understand that it is for 
that reason, the remedy is proposed to be given to 
the applicant here. 

Mr. MILLSON, @ have only a word to say. 


Perhaps there may be some constitutional difficulty 


The Govern- 


need not discuss 
that question at this ime, however, though money 
cannot be paid from the Treasury except in con- 
sequence of specific appropriations made by law. 
This money having once gone into the Treasury, 
perhaps there will be some difficulty in paying it 
out again without specific appropriation by law. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. The Committee 
on Commerce have received ho instructions from 
this House to report any such general law, With- 
out such instruction, they cannot report a bill for 
a general law. We can report upon nothing ex- 
cept that which is referred to us. These partie- 
ular bills were referred to us. I will state to 
ventlemen, however, that other nations do refund 
the duties in all cases similar to this—the result of 
fire. I think the principle is right, and that this 
country should refund just as in the case of draw- 
backs. The gentleman from Virginia, upon re- 
flection, will see there can be no possible objection 
to it. 

Mr. MILLSON. Waiving the question of con- 
stitutional objection, I will add, what the gentle- 
man from Georgia has anticipated me in saying, 
that the committee could only actupon questions 
before them: and this Committee of the Whole can 
hardly be interrupted in the duues now devolving 
upon it, by the consideration of what it may be 
their duty to do hereafter in similar cases. 1 trust 
the bill will pass. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I sincerely 
hope that the passage of this bill will not be em- 
barrassed by the general considerations which 
have been suggested in reference to what might be 
politic as to the passage of a general law which 
will apply to all such cases. I am fully of the 
opinion, that such a general law would gave a great 
deal of trouble to individuals, and much time that 
is devoted to legislation upon this subject. This 
bill has been prepared in precise conformity With 
the line of precedents found upon our books since 
1790, in form, and carrying out the principles. 
But if it shall be found expedient, at any future 
time, to ingraft upon our statute book a general 
law, as is the case in Great Britain and some other 
commercial nations of Europe, I think myself, with 
the gentleman upon the other side, who has al- 
luded to it, that it would be of very great advan- 
| tage to adopt such @ principle. This bill comes 
| here after mature consideration, in conformity with 
the precedents in such cases, and I hope it will 
| receive the favorable action of the House at this 
time. . 

Mr. KUHNS. I do not know that Phave any 

‘ objection as to the merits of this claim, but it strikes 
me thatthere is an important fact to be determined, 


in the general law proposed, I 
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whether a fire actually took place, by which this | If it is not due, then we ought to pay none of it: counting officers—no matter how honest and dj 
property was destroyed, If, upon the accounting officers looking into this ' creet they may be—shall think proper, ” 

Mr. FULLER. If the gentleman had heard | account, it is ascertained that the State of New f Besides all this, the gentlen-an from New Ham 
the bill read, he would have seen, that it appro- Hampshire either advanced money for the benefit || shire, [Mr. Peastee,} who introduced this bill 
, 


priated a specific sum for this purpose. There | of the United States, or that she paid interestupon and who doubtless understands exactly how much 

was the fullest evidence of the fire before the com- || money for the purpose of suppressing insurrec- || 1s due to the State of New Ham shire, himself 

mittee, and the phraseology of the bill was only | tion and protecting the territory of the United || proposes this limit of six thousand dollars, He 

adopted in conformity with precedents; and in | States, then, whether it amounts to six or to ten || does not ask us to appropriate any more mone 
' than that; and why should this Hou 


order to be upon the safe side, they required the |) thousand dollars, it ought to be paid. Iam averse || | 
memorialists to furnish proof twice over. | to adopting a system of legislation which, upon its || 1oug to grant to the Stateof New Ha 

Mr. KUHNS. That explanation is satisfactory. || face, indicates a suspicion on our part that our own | than her Representatives ask for? They Say that 

Mr. BELL. I do not rise to object to the bill. || accounting officers are thieves; it would be by our | six thousand dollars is all they want; but the Jy. 
My.only object is to call the attention of the com- |, own legislation, declaring that we are unwilling to || diciary Committee say, we will not put this limit 
mittee to the subject, whether a general Jaw could || trust to the integrity of those who act under our au- |, on their claim, but will let the officers of the Treas. 
10t be passed, so as toembrace all these particular | thority, and are our accounting officers. It is there- || ury allow as much as they, in the adjudication of 


se he 8O anx. 
mpshire more 


cases and save local legislation hereafter. fore that I am disposed to strike outthe proviso. If || this matter, may think proper. 
The bill was then laid aside to be reported to | the sum of ten thousand dollars is due to the State || _ I understand gentlemen to say that if you retain 
the House, with arecommendation that it do pass. | of New Hampshire, it ought to be paid; if but one this proviso, limiting the amount to six thousand 
INTEREST TO NEW HAMPSHIRE. thousand dollars, it ought to be paid; and if noth- dollars, the officers of the Treasury Deparimen: 


The next bill onthe calendar, No. 4, authorizing | ing at all is due, it ought to be so declared. [ can | we be sure to allow that sum+ Now, Most assy. 
the payment of interest to the State of New Hamp- | 8¢€ no reason why the amount should be limited | i y ay will not allow it, if they discharge their 
shire, for advances made for the use of the United | to Six thousand dollars. Above all, I protest | t'«, + jane they become satisfied that it is due. 
States, in repelling invasion and suppressing insur- | @fa@nst our so legislating here as to declare to the || yee ptt hef say that six thousand dollars 
rection at Indian Stream, in said State, was read | world that we have no confidence in those whose shali be paid to the State of New Hampshire as 
through. || official duty it is to settle the accounts of the Gov- | a because I suppose it will amount to about tha 

> TERE ; ernment. ‘ . ; 
‘ a : een ee ee —_— — Mr. FOWLER. It is very clear that the in- || Mr. HEBARD. I have risen to make a sin. 
a : ace was read, at * ao ferrea || terest ought to be paid—every cent of it. It may | lar suggestion to that made by the gentleman from 
Phe Commitee on the Judiriary, © whom was refered || Tocae Nas een well said by the gentleman from || Missouri, [Mr. Hats] who bas just taken he 
gut by the State of New Hampshire, upon the advances || North Carolina, that it will amount to seven or || Seat. Ww e have had much experience in this 
made by tue State for the use of the United States Gov- | ei7ht thousand dollars, and if so it ought to be |, House in reference to this matter, and I think tha 
eee eee ji ee: insurrec- paid. We can trust our accounting officers to as- || the committees, in passipg upon these claims, 

That ii conseenes of the encroachments of Great || Ce™tain the amount. I am, therefore, clearly of the || should take the trouble to ascertain the amount 
Britain upon our northeastern frontier, and the claim ofthe |, Opinion that the proviso ought to be stricken out. actually due; should form their own rules of com- 
Canadian Government to a part of the territory of the State Mr. WALSH. I desire to Say a word upon putation 7 so as to see how much interest ought lo 
of New Hampshire, and the measures threatened and | this subject, as the claim of the State of Mary- || be paid, if any, and report a specific sum in the 


adopted to enforce said claim, tg Legislature of that State . ay Us x bles sd || bill 
‘ Dh allan : oD as been referre yort, Me |) bul, 
were unanimously of opinion Mat a small portion of its land has been referred to in the report, Maryland 


military force should be called out for the defence of its || has never been paid. ; ; | I will not undertake to anticipate what ma be 
territory and the preservation of its citizens and property. Mr. McLANAHAN. The city of Baltimore || the evils or frauds growing out of any of these 
The expenses incurred by the State were exceedingly 


: ian. sliding scales or sliding rules of ascertaining the 
eee ee ee red ae ee me’* |) Mr. WALSH. Baltimore has. I will not || amounts to be paid out of the Treasury. We 

Thane sahlingee eere est. gommbannd the Gute fer || charge the accounting officers of the Government || have seen that there has been a great deal of dis- 
about thirteen years after the claim was made, and all the || with any fraud in regard to matters of this descrip- |, satisfaction in the country in consequence of the 
necessary evidence and vouchers furnished the General tion, but there was a most singular mistake in the action of one of the Departments of this Govern- 


rove > »8 >to sustain i f f > Cn- ° . i i 
pt tes 7 oe eea'dde by tae Wane tas boon ‘| mode of payment of the account of Maryland, || ment, on account of a law passed in this way. 
I hope, therefore, that this bill will not.be laid 


during this delay. and there is now due to that State something like ; 
Uniform precedent, in regard to such claims, shows that || seventy thousand dollars. It is necessary to strike || aside to be reported to the House, with a recom- 
| mendation that it do pass, but that it will be re- 


the State is entitled to receive the amount she has been || 4+ this proviso to prevent a mistake of a similar || b 
| ferred back to the committee which reported it, 


compelled to pay out, in the name of interest, for the use haracter in this case 
Ce 1c c Ss case. 
Mr. PEASLEE, (interrupting.) I wish merely 


and benefit of the General Government, in consequence of || ’ 
these expenditures, up to the time when the principal may | Mr. McLANAHAN. I have only one re- 
have been reimbursed by the United States, if the same || mark to submit in reference to this matter. I || to remark, that so far as relates to the State of 
eee a ce ee shat has been || consider it very immaterial whether the amend- || New Hampshire, we wish for no larger appropri- 
have been repeatedly sanctioned by Congress ever since || ment is adopted or rejected by the committee. The || ation than the sum mentioned in the bilb as that 
the organization of the Government. || data upon which the calculation is to be made are || which shall not be exceeded. I cannot conceive 
The committee refer to the several acts, involving pre- || all in the possession of the accouprting officers. that it can make any difference, either to the State 
sly > 2 . > » ay f » Ste > = < . } 7 . . 
cisely the same principle, passed in favor of the State of || The amount of interest is to be computed on a |} of New Hampshire or to the United States, as 1 
Virginia, the State of Maryland, of Pennsylvania, New | ; aoe ; ; , ie ¢ ealcalati ath \ 
York, South Carolina, the cities of Baltimore and Mobile; || certain prineiple, and whether it exceeds or falls || is a mere matter of calculation, whether the pro- 
and the act of January 26, 1849, for the relief of the State || short of $6,000 is to be a matter of calculation. || viso is in or not; but we prefer that it should be 
of Alabama, involving the same principle as the bill for the |) But from the time when the principal was paid up || in, as $6,000 is about the amount that is expected 
relief of the State of New Hampshire. Also, the act of the || a eas + he : ¥ ] ived 
a Céuaves v4 ; ‘i 30; to this time, it is impossible that the interest could || to be received. 
last Congress, allowing the payment of interest to the State ’ Se Ree -  % . : 
of Georgia, for advances in the suppression of the Creek, || come up to the sum of $6,000, and therefore it is || _ Mr. HEBARD. I hold that it is a right prin- 
and Seminole, and Cherokee Indians, in 1836, 1837, and || of very immaterial importance whether the amend- || ciple, that when a committee undertake to pass 
nde - - at a ~~ a a the pay- '| ment reported by the Committee on the Judiciary | on a claim, and find that something is due, thev 
“nt of interes » State Mi: advances mt‘ : =: . ‘ 
Gor the wrotection of the enme wotthuastern frontier. Te || be adopted or rejected. should ascertain exactly how much is due, and 


fgr the protection of the same northeastern frontier. The 


commitiee thereupon recommend the passage of the bill || Mr. HALL. | I fully agree with the gentleman | recommend the payment of that amount. ; 
as referred, with the exception of the proviso to the first || from oe {[Mr. Senna ae the }} Iam not arguing against the allowance of this 
section, which they recommend to be stricken out, and in || centleman Massachusetts, [Mr. OWLER,] | claim, for I suppose it is a just and equitable one; 
that they ask the concurrence of the House. | 


but I can see no sort of difficulty in the committee 
| fixing on the sum to be paid. 1 understood the 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee [Mr. 


ba > , |, that this interest should be paid to the State of 
Che CHAIRMAN stated the first question to || New Hampshire. I have no doubt at all upon 
be upon agreeing to the amendment of the Judi- 


; _ ; : 7 : that point. But in the course of my experience | 
ciary Committee, to strike out the following pro- || here I have become satisfied that Congress, when || McLanauan] to say that there were different rules 
viso: : 


it passes a bill of this sort, should fix definitely the || and modes by which the interest could be compu- 
‘‘ Provided, That said amount shail not exceed six thou- || sum which shall be paid out of the Treasury of | ted, and that remark suggested to my mind the 
at the United States. || very great importance of having the proper rule 
Mr. FOWLER. I should like to know what Why, it isin therecollection, doubtless, of every | of computation investigated and laid down by the 
the amount of interest is. It may be that it is | gentleman here, that only a few years ago we || committee, 
more than that sum. || passed a bill, under which the officers of the Treas- |} Mr. HUNTER, (interposing.) I would sug- 
Mr. McLANAHAN. The Committee on the || ury were required to act in the same manner as ] gest to the gentleman, that in almost every 1l- 
Judiciary reported an amendment to this bill, to | they are required to act by this bill—I refer to the |; stance where a bill of this kind has been passed, 
strike out the proviso limiting the amount of in- | Galphin claim. Weallknow what an uproar the || it has been found afterwards that the accounting 
terest to be allowed. I confess thatI did not see | allowance made by the officers of the Treasury in ! officers of the Treasury have paid too much. 
the propriety of striking out that proviso, and I || that case created throughout the country, And, || Now, why cannot we just as well find out the ex- 
think it veal be just as well for this committee to | sir, the history of that bill, and the experience we || act amount that ought to be paid, instead of throw- 
a the amendment of the Judiciary Committee. | have had in regard to it, satisfied me that the com- || ing upon.the accounting officers the responsibility 


The object of striking it out is to prevent the ac- | mittees who report these bills ought to adjust the |, that properly attaches to us? 

counting ofiane from coming up tothe limit that | matter,and say what is the precise amount due. || Mr. HEBARD. That is precisely what I was 
is fixed by the House in the passage of this bill. || [A message was here received from the Presi- || saying. Ifthe House undertake to settle the fact 
My own impression is, that it would be better to || dent of the United States.] || whether anything is due or not, it is their duty at 
reject the amendment and pass the bill in the form Mr. H. continued. I am willing to pay the || the same time, if there is more than one mode of 


in which it was referred to the Judiciary Com- | whole amount due to the State of New Hamp- || ascertaining the amount, to fix upon that amount. 
mittee, ‘| shire; but I wish to know, when we pass this | I have no objection to this particular case; stil, 

Mr. VENABLE. I am for striking out the |, bill, how much money we are appropriating out I do not like, any more than other gentlemen 
pravine limiting the interest to six thousand dol- || of the Treasury. I am not willing to throw open | do, to see alimit put in the bill beyond which the 
ars. If the debt is due, we ought to pay it all. |] the doors of the Treasury just as wide as the ac- || accounting officers are not to go, because it is say 
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. SESE eee aceeekanes canon ese een 


ing, by implication, that otherwise they might go | and throwing the public money broadcast over the 
peyond what ene and right. _ | land. ‘To me it does look alarming; to other gen- 

Tho e the bill will be referred back to the Judi- | tlemen it may appear different. But I should pre- 
: mittee, and that they will take the sub- | fer that we should return to the former practice of 
ie inte their own hands, make their own calcu- || the House—perform our own duty distinetly and 


tions, see What is the exact amount due, and put || definitely, and leave it to the Department to per- 


|| form theirs. 

{ suppose the claim is due. I raise no objec- | The question was then taken on concurring in 
tion to its merits, although t is true that the State | the recommendation ot the Judiciary ( ommittee, 
which I in part represent, has a perhaps equally | to strike out the proviso from the bill: and it was 
meritorious claim, of which we cannot get even || decided in the negative. 
the principal. However, I make no objection to So the proviso was not stricken out. | 
this bill upon that ground. If it can be ascer- The bill was then ordered to be laid aside to 
tained what the precise amount of the claim is, I || be reported to the House, with a recommendation 
shall have no objection to the passage of the bill, | that it do pass. 
put { hope that # will not pass until a definite | 
m can be fixed on. I} a he . 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I think that | __ The next bill on the calendar was House bill 
the gentlemen who havespoken upon this subject, No. 91, + the re and heirs of 
and especially the gentlemam fron Missouri, [Mr. || *yaeen creas he bill . 

Hat,] have been a little mistaken in the applica- ke SLBAK read the Dull. p 
tion of their facts. The reference made by the Mr. HEBARD asked for the reading of the 
centleman from Missouri to the celebrated Gal- || report of the committee. 
phin claim can certainly have no possible applica- The CHAIR MAN stated that there was no 
“ion to this case, because that was not a case in || report accompanying the bill. 
which the officers were directed to pay interest, Mr. MASON. That bill was reported from the 
while this is a case in which it isa simple direction || Judiciary Committee. It has frequently been re- 
to pay interest. Nor can there be any difficulty, || ported on favorably before. Unlike the bill just 
or any different modes of calculating the interest, a it asks for no appropriation out of the 
except in reference to one single point, which is a || reasury. It is simply for the purpose of en- 
iegal question that has often been decided by the || abling the heirs and executors of Fletcher to have { ' 
courts of the country, and that is, where payments |) a settlement. covery of the claim, that the parties now ought 
less than the amount of interest accumulated at General Fletcher was security for a paymaster || to be released from all claims on the part of the 
the time, have been made. I believe the courts || during the late war. The Government, for rea- | Government. 
generally—I know the courts of my own State— sons satisfactory to them, have never proceeded Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. I would like to ask 
have decided that the true way of computing in- || to collect any damages for the non-payment of this | the gentleman if therewas any petition brought at 
terest, is to add the principal and interest together || bond on the failure of the ne for a period of | the time the suit was Mstituted ? 
at the time of payment, subtract the payment, and | thirty-odd years. General Fletcher died wealthy, || Mr. BR AGG. Yes, sir. 
then calculate the interest on the remaining amount. || all his family were wealthy, and the Government | _Mr. HOWE. Well, I will not take up the 
In case the payment was less than the amount of || of course had good reasons for not prosecuting | time of the House further than to say that if this 
interest accumulated, then the interest will be toa || this claim. It was said everywhere that the Gov- | Government will permit any claim to ran on for 
certain extent compounded. Now, you ought to || ernment could not have collected it, because the | thirty-five years without pressing the suit, and 
settle the rule whether the interest shall be com- || parties had a good defence, and that they did not, | without ascertaining whether it can be collected or 
ounded in that way or not; but when you direct |} therefore, choose to incur the expense of a prose- | not, I am prepared, ‘so far as lam concerned, 
interest to be paid you ought not to limit it; you || cution. to release the parties from all further obligations 
ought to pay the whole amount of interest due, or | Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. I want to ask the || to the Government. If these are the facts of the 
else to pay none. I think, therefore, that this || gentleman if there is a suit pending now upon that || case, it is all I desire to know in relation to it. I 
proviso ought to be stricken out. | bond ? hope the committee will release the parties from 

Mr. PEASLEE, (interrupting.) The limita-|| Mr. MASON. No, because the Attorney Gen- | the bond. oe ee 
tion was put into the bill by its friends, and I will || eral, and all who examined this case, said that it || [Cries of ‘* Question!’’ Question !”’} 
state that $6,000 is the utmost amount that can be || would be impossible for the Government to recover The question was then taken, and the committee 
received. |the money. The children and heirs of General || ordered the bill to be laid aside and reported to 

Mr.STANTON. Very well; if that is the fact, || Fletcher are, however, kept out of the property || the House, with a recommendation that itdo pass. 
there is no necessity for the limitation to be in; || left to them by their father, because the executors || 
but it is the principle for which I contend. If this || say that if they settle, they will still be liable to 
interest is due, it ought to be paid in full. You || this old claim of the Government upon that bond. 
may, as I said before, settle the rule of computing || It amounts to nothing, in reality, but still it oper- 
the interest, but you ought not to say we will pass || ates as an obstacle to a settlement between the 
only so much and leave the balance unpaid, be- || heirs and executors. 
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Mr. GIDDINGS. I would like to inquire of 
the gentleman from Kentucky if there has ever 
been a written report in this case ?—if the facts 
have ever been reported to the House by any com- 
mittee’ 

Mr. MASON. I understand that they have 
| been reported twice; but | will now give way to 
the gentleman who reported this bill. 

Mr. BRAGG. The facts of the case are all set 
forth in the petition of these parties, and if the 
Clerk will read the petition, the House will see the 
precise character of the case. 

This bill was reported by me under instructions 
from the Committee on the Judiciary, because the 
committee thought that there ought to be some 
limit placed upon the time that this Government 
should be allowed to bring suit against these par- 
ties. ‘This difficulty occurred in the year 1816. 
The Government instituted suit against the exec- 
utors of Fletcher, the security on the bond; and 
when that suit was called, the Government, for 
reasons satisfactory to the Attorney of the United 
States, took a nonsuit in the case. That was 
thirty-five years ago. They have never instituted 
another suit upon the bond; and the object of this 
bill is simply to enable the heirs of Fletcher to 
have a settlement with the ¢xecutors. The com- 
mittee were of the opinion that, as the Govern- 
ment instituted a suit upon the bond, and had 
taken a nonsuit thirty-five years ago, and no pro- 
ceeding had bven taken since that time for the re- 





~ 


it into the bill. 


HEIRS OF THOMAS FLETCHER. 
su 





JAMES LEWIS. 


The committee next proceeded to the consider- 
| ation of House bill No. 92, being a bill for the re- 
lief of James Lewis. 
The bill was read through. 





cause, if you do, it may be the ground of another || The proof in this case was fully and fairly Mr. VENABLE. Mr. Chairman, that is a 

claim hereafter for the balance of the interest, if || made out, to the satisfaction of the committee. || case where the claim is manifestly a just one 

more shal] be found to be due than $6,000. } General Fletcher, who was a meritorious officer | The facts in relation to it are these: the Govern- 
Mr.GIDDINGS. Formerly, it was the prac- | 


in the late war, was a member of this House after "ment, desiring to have thetestimony of this man 
tice of this House in all cases of private claims, to || this bond was held against him. This paymaster i 
ascertain the precise amount, and then order the || failed at a time when the Government was in em- 
oo of it; to perform its whole duty and || barrassed circumstances, and when @Miny of these 

ve nothing to the Department but the simple || paymasters failed. The fact is, that this paymas- 
administration of our laws. After that a different | ter did pay over the money, but his vouchers were 
practice prevailed. It was the rule then to lay || lost. By order of Major General Harrison, he 
down certain definite and distinct principles, and } put them on board of a vessel to carry them across 

| 


Lewis, he was taken into custody at the Sandwich 
Islands; was confined, placed on board a vessel, 
| and brought to Norfolk;and not being able to give 
security for his appearance at court as a witness, 
was there kept in confinement until the case was 
tried, and he had given inhistestimony. Hesim- 
ply asks pay as awitness. [ will furtherremark, 
direct the Department to pay the claims according || the lake, and the vessel was lost; but the parties that this is the third or fourth time—I think the 
to those principles. And recently a still more || have now sufficient proof to defend the case, if it | third—that this case has been reported on. It wae 
latitudinous course has been adopted, that of || should ever be prosecuted. But it never will be || reported upon favorably by the committee which 
ordering the Department to ascertain the amount || prosecuted, and the only effect of holding this bond || had it in charge the first session of the last Con- 
due, without any limitation—thus making them || over the heirs, is to prevent them from obtaining || gress; and again at the last session. I have ex- 
the legislators and the administrators of justice. || a settlement with the executors. The Govern- | amined the case minutely, and I have no doubt, in 
Now, if we are to attempt to do anything in || ment is not interested in this matter; nobody— | my own mind, that the claim ought to be paid. 
this House upon correct principles, it would be || besides the heirs—is interested in it, except the | He was taken, as I remarked, in the Sandwich 
better to go back at once to its ancient practice of || executors, and they are willing to have a settle- Islands, by order of the Government of the Uni- 
fixing the precise amount in every case, and direct- || ment, provided this bill is passed. | ted States. He was brought here, and detained 
ing the Department to pay that amount. Let us Mr. KUHNS. What is the date of the bond? | in confinement until the case in which his testi- 
nat throw upon the Department the responsibility || Mr. MASON. 1814. | mony was desirable was tried; and upon being 
that properly belongs to us. | Mr. KUHNS. When did the breach occur in | discharged, he comes here and asks the same pay 
ow, I am in favor of striking out this proviso || the bond? | that is allowed to any other person under similar 
and of so amending the bill as to put in the precise | Mr. MASON. There was no breach in it. || circumstances. , 
amount that is to be paid—I care not whether it |; The accounts of this paymaster have never been Mr. GIDDINGS, I desire to know of the gen- 
five, six, or seven thousand dollars; and so I | settled at the Treasury Department. But these | tleman from North Carolina, whether Lewis asks 
would do in every case. | parties have a defence which would protect them | hin por as a witness, and nothing else? 
_ | make these remarks in order to call the atten- || whenever the Government brought suit against r. VENABLE. Simply as a witness. He 
“ton of the House to the looseness of our legisla- || them—which they never have done, and never | brings no claim for ne else. 
tion, which is, in fact, becoming alarming. We || will. Mr.GIDDENGS. Has a report ever beemmade 


are here passing bills. without even the responsi- Mr. KUHNS. !t seems, then,*to be an aban- | upon the case? : 
ey of a report from a committee of the Rien: doned claim. ° | “Mr. VENABLE. It has been reported on two 


€ are thrusting our hands into the Treasury, 


Mr. MASON. It isan abandoned claim. \| or three times, and reported upon favorably. 
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order I will move that the bill be laid aside, with ab 
Th 


the proviso that the amount to be paid 
exceed $100. e shall not 


Mr. MILLSON. I will send to the Clerk’s | money for any object, to specify the amount which 
it is proposed to appropriate. 


Mr: STANTON. | reported that bill myself, 


table the report upon this case, which was read 
last 


session. [ presume it contains all the facts 
in relation to the case. 


Mr. VENABLE. 
be read. 

The report was read by the Clerk. 

Mr. VENABLE. 
objection to the passage of the bill. 
in necéssitous circumstances, and ought to have 
his money. 

Mr. JOHN W.HOWE. I wantto know upon 
what rule the sum proposed to be appropriated 
for his relief is ascertained ? 

Mr. VENABLE. The same as that used in 
the courts for estimating the payment of witnesses 
under similar circumstances. 

Mr. HEBARD. My opinion is, from hearing 
that report, thatethe committee have appropriated 
a sum sufficiently large, and that is all I desire. 

Mr.J.W.HOWE. I woulddiketo know from 
the gentleman from North Carolina if there will be 
any further claim for interest on the claim? 

Mr. VENABLE. The gentlemen will have to 
ask the claimant himself. As I have not seen him 
I cannot’answer the inquiry. 

[Cries of ** Questidn !’’ ** Question!” 

The question was then taken, and the bill was 
laid aside to be reported to the House, with a rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


It does. 


G. J. PENDERGRAST. 


The committee then proceeded to the considera- 
tiou of House bill No. 93, being a bill for the relief 
of G. J. Pendergrast. 

The bill was read avert 

Mr. STANTON, of TenNessee, asked if there 
was a printed report of the case? 

The CHAIRMAN said the report had not been 
printed. 

Mr. STANTON. Then I will state to the com- 
mittee that the bill was accompanied with a report 
giving all the facts in relation to the case. Com- 
mander Pendergrast was emplhyed at the United 
States navy-yard at Memphis, where a surgeon is 
usually employed, and while on duty there he was 
taken sick, and during his sickness it became ne- 
cessary for him to employ a physician. He did 
so; and afterwards applied to the Secretary of the 
Navy to have hisaccountallowed. The Secretary 
of the Navy referred the application to Attorney 
General Toucey, who decided that he was entitled 
to his pay, because every officer of the Navy, as 
well as every seamen, contributes a portion of his 
annual salary for the purpose of furnishing medi- 
cal assistance to diseased officers and seamen, and 
because it has been the custom from time imme- 
morial on board ships and at stations, under sim- 
ilar circumstances, to allow these accounts. The 
accounting officer of the Treasury, however, dif- 
fered from the Attorney General, and re‘used to 
pay it; and there was no alternative left but to 
come to Congress for relief. 
Naval Affairs concurred with the Attorney Gen- 
eral, who gave his opinions and reasons at length, 
which were imbodied in our report, and which I 
regret has not been printed. Upon these crounds 
I think the bill is a proper one, and ought to be 
passed. 

Mr. FICKLIN. I desire to inquire of my 
friend from Tennessee, [Mr. Stanton,] whether 
there was, at that time, an Army surgeon at that 
station? 

Mr. STANTON. There was not, and it is 
becausé there was none that you are called upon to 
pay thiselaim. You will observe that, in the esti- 
mates for appropriations for the navy-yard at 
Memphis, an appropriation was always made for 
the pay of a surgeon, although there was none 
there; or, at least, there was none up to the time 
to which this claim relates. 

Mr. FICKLIN. Then there was no surgeon 
on duty at that time? 

Mr. STANTON, There was not. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
aside to be reported to the House, with the recom- 
mendation that it do not pass. I do it for the 
reason that the sum to be appropriated is not speci- 
fied in the bill. Iam well aware that the gentle- 
man who is at the head of the Committee on Naval 


I ask that it may | 


I hope there will now be no | 
The man Is | 


The Committee on | 


T move that this bill be laid | 


| it is in 
| motion ? 


and its phraseology and provisions were made, 
such as they are, from the fact that I was incapa- 
ble of determining the amount proper to be inserted. 


| l propose to refer it to the officers of the Treasury 


to pay, not an exorbitant sum, not what-a phy- 
sician in Memphis thought proper to charge, but 
his reasonable expenses for necessary medical as- 
sistance. It is guarded in every possible way. I 
do not feel competent to determine whether a phy- 
sician’s bill is correct or not; but I have referred 
to the proper officer in the Treasury to take 
proof and determine whether it is or not; and I 
think that is the proper course. 

Mr. HUNTER. The gentleman fromthe Mem- 
phis district [Mr. Stanton] I feel assured is just 
us capable of ascertaining the correctness of a 
physician’s bill, as is the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury; for Lam sufficiently well acquainted with that 


| officer to know that he is not a physician, but, like 


my friend from ‘Tennessee, he is a lawyer; and I 
know of ne other officer in this Government, who 
is better qualified to ascertain what is the correct 
amount of a physician’s bill, than the committees 


' of this House. Weare oblized to pay the money, | 


or to order it to be paid; and it is our duty to as- 
certain the amount of money which weare to pay. 
I know of no mode of ascertaining this matter 
unless we take the physician’s bill, or some phy- 
sician’s bill, or regulate the pay according to the 
amount which your surgeons receive, or im some 
sugh manner. I am sure there is some mode by 
which the committee can ascertain the proper 
amount to be paid. 

Mr. J. W. HOWE. I would inquire of the 
gentleman from Tennessee, when this sickness 
occurred ? 

Mr. STANTON. 
think, j 
Commodore Pendergrast was attacked by a very 
serious indisposition, which required the aid of 
medical! assistance. 


Some three years ago, I 


Mr. HOWE. I desired to know if it was in the 


war of 1812? 

Mr. STANTON. It was not. 

Mr. FICKLIN. There seems to be an indispo- 
sition to pass this bill, because the amount to be 
paid is not specified in it. In order, therefore, to 
test the sense of the committee upon that question, 


| IT will move that the bill be reported back to the 


House, with the recommendation that it be again 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, in 


order to ascertain what Is the proper amount to be | 
| appropriated. 


T make this motion for the purpose 
of testing the sense of the committee upon the 
question. 

A Member. 


The CHAIRMAN. It does. 
Mr. STANTON. I desire to state to the com- 
mittee, that the amount involved in this case is very 


small, enly, I believe, something like from one to | 


two hundreddollars. I hope the committee will 
not recomm its reference again to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GOODENOW. Iam satisfied that it is 
unnecessary to send this bill back to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. As stated by the gentle- 


man from Tennessee, [Mr. Stantron,] the amount | 


involved in the bill is very small, and can better 
be determined at the Treasury Department than 
in that committee. As a member of the Com- 


mittee on Naval Affairs, I do not feel myself | 


competent to determine the proper amount of a 
physician’s fee. 


exorbitant fram being allowed. It provides that 


the accounting officer of the Treasury shall allow || 
what is reasonable and right, and I am sure this || 
committee will not hesitate in granting that to | 
The Naval Committee | 
| have once had it before them, and 1 hope, there- |! 
fore, that the motion of the gentleman from TIIli- || 
| nois [Mr. Ficxury] will not prevail. 
I desire to inquire if || 
order to offer an amendment to the || 
If it is, I will move that the bill be | 
| reported to the House, with the proviso that the 


Commodore Pendergrast. 


Mr. J. W. HOWE. 


, the Committee on Naval Affairs, [Mr. Sr 


| remember the circumstance very well, / 
| the amount? 
excuse for passing this bill and leave it to the Sec- 


| the Treasury Department. 


Does that motion take precedence | 
| of the other motion ? 


I think the bill is sufficiently | 
guarded in its phraseology to prevent anything | 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opin, 
ion that, pending the motion to report to th 
House with instructions to recommit, the ge P 

; ; : fentle. 
man’s amendment is not in order. 


Mr. FICKLIN. The honorable chairman of 


: : . ANTON 
says that the amount involved in this bill js a me. 


fling one. Now, the amount which he has pro- 
posed to be appropriated in this bill may be t,. 
fling, but does not the honorable chairman, and all 
the members of that committee, know the fact, that 
from the phraseology of the bill, the questionof 
the sum to be paid is left entirely open, and that 
the representations which may have been made to 
the committee does not in ahy way bind the phy- 
sician in the account which he may present to the 
Treasury in virtue ofthis claim? He may repre. 
sent before the committee that $100 or $150 is suf. 
ficient, but when the account comes to the Tre 
ury he may demand five times that sum. 

Mr. STANTON. If the gentleman will alloy 
me. This isa case for refunding the money which 
has been actually paid by Commodore Pender. 
grast, amounting, according to my recollection, to 
something less than $200, for which he has his re- 
ceipts. 

Mr. FICKLIN. Thatconstitutesa still stronger 
reason why this bill should not be passed without 
ascertaining the amount and specifying it in the 
bill. What are the mail facilities between this 
city and Memphis, Tennessee? But a few days 
will be required to enable the chairman of the 
Naval Committee, who represents so ably that 
district, and who, I believe, resides in the city of 





as- 


| Memphis, to receive the necessary information as 


to the amount paid to the physician, and report to 
this House the bill, with that amount incorporated 
init. If it has already been settled, what is to be 
It seems to me that there can be no 


retary of the Treasury to determine what sum 
shall be paid. 

Mr. STANTON. There can be no difficulty 
in ascertaining what is the amount to be paid by 
The papers are now 
in the printer’s hands. The Navy Department 
made no opposition to the application, and the ac- 


| count can be settled much better at the Treasury 


Department than in the Naval Committee. Itisa 
simple matter to decide. I have, however, no ob- 
jection that there should be a proviso placed inthe 
bill that the amount appropriated shall not exceed 
4200. 

Mr. FICKLIN. I desire to inquire of my 
friend from Tennessee when this claim was first 
presented to Congress? 

Mr. STANTON. It was first presented at the 
last session, but was not acted upon for the want 
of time. 

Mr. FICKLIN. Wastherea report made upon 
it? 

Mr. STANTON. There was no report made 
at the Jast session. 

It is suggested by a friend near me, that [ should 
withdraw my motion to refer, and substitute a 
motion to insert a proviso limiting the amount to 
be paid. I-will make that motion; but I will here 
remark, that it is well understood by all the mem- 
bers of this committee, that when a proviso is 1n- 
serted in a bill limiting the amount to be appro- 
priated—for instance, if you were to insert in this 
bill a proviso that: the amount should not exceed 


$150, or any given amount for medical services, 


if the physician has done nothing more than dress 
the sore toe of the patient—he ‘will receive the 
$150, or whatever sum may be named in the bill. 
So with regard to any bill: if you insert a proviso 
that the amount shall not exceed a certain given 
sum, they always receive that sum. As It 18 sug- 
gested, however, I will withdraw my motion to 
recommit the bill to the Committee on Naval Af 
fairs, and move the amendment which I have 
indicated—that the amount shall not exceed $150. 

Mr. DANIEL. I renew the motion first made 
by my friend who has just taken his seat, (Mr. 
Ficxun.] I think this is a bad system of legisla- 
tion. I have already seen its injurious effects. It 


e shoulders of the account- 


—_a. a meet on eee es Ff. 


Affairs {Mr. Srawron, of Tennessee] is just as | amount to be paid shall not exceed $100. I | is throwing the responsibility off our shoulders 
competent to ascertain the proper amount to be i am willing to see this matter disposed of in this || and placing it upon 
given as any other gentleman. I want the com- || mannerybut I wish to establish a correct principle | 


| 
| As has been well 
mittees, when they come here and ask me to vote |! in future, in relation to this matter. If itis in || embarked, whenever there is a proviso inserted in 


ing officer of the Treasury. 
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abill, they are certain to come up to the maximum. | Mr. GOODENOW. He was employed as 

There may be some particular cas@s where it is 

well enough to leave the whole matter to the ac- 

counting officer of the Treasury. *There may be | 
cases in which, while the committee are aware 

that something 1s due, yet it is impossible for them 


to determine the amount without a cross examina- 


| day laborer, and received a per diem compensation; 
but he was employed during the whole time at 
the navy-yard, whenever his services were re- 
quired by the Government. 
| Mr.SACKETT. Although, Mr. Chairman, 
\ ; this case may be one recommending itself very 
tion in the case. it is well in such cases to refer | strongly to the sympathies of this House, and to 
{he matter to the accounting officer of the Treas- || the sympathies of the country, it would, I think, 
with authority to take testimony, so that it | open too wide the doors, to begin to grant a man 
a pension in cases of this character. It seems that 
the claimant was in the employment of the Gov- 
| ernment upon day wages; that he remained in 
| that employment a very considerable portion of 
| his life; that misfortune overtook him, and, after 
a period of suffering for two or three years, he 
| died. Now, if we are to grant a pension in everv 
case of this kind, we shall find the calendar full 
of such claims. Although this case enlists our 
sympathies very strongly, yet, it seems to me, 
that it will not do for the Government to under- 
take to open its doors to pensioners of this char- 
acter. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I will say, in 
reference to this matter, that it is a very peculiar 
case; and if the granting of pensions were confined 
to cases only of this character, I do not think it 
would open the door too wide. Here is a man 
who was engaged in the service of his country for 


urys 


ernment as well as upon the part of the individual. 
But in every case where the facts of the case can 
he fairly ascertained, { think they ought to be re- 
parted to the House. I think the committee 
should report the amount which they believe to 
be due, and recommend that it be paid. It seems 
that in this case the facts were known, but the 
committee did not take the responsibility of report- 
ing any particular sum to the House. J shall vote 
for referring this bill back to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to ascertain the amount to be paid; 
and we can then judge of the propriety of paying 


“Mr. J. W. HOWE. Some minutes since I 
roposed to offers an amendment, which was 
ruled out of order on the ground that the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Ficxxix] had moved to 
refer it back to the committee, which motion took |! 
precedence. That gentleman has, however, since || a great number of years, ata daily compensation. 
withdrawn his amendment. I now ask whether || In his old age he was rendered perfectly blind by 
it would not be in order to move to insert a proviso || exposure in that service. The blindness was the 
in the bill, limiting the amount to $100? consequence of his employment in the public ser- 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opin- || vice. Now, sir, you will find many cases on record 
ion that a Motion to recommit takes precedence of || where Congress has granted pensions to persons 
a motion to amend. || overtaken by misfortune while in the public employ- 
Mr. HOWE. But the motion to recommit has || ment, or in consequence of his public employment. 
been withdrawn. , To men whose arms have been blown off, although || 
The CHAIRMAN. It was renewed by the | they were in the temporary employment of the 
gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr..Daniev.] 1) Government, pensions have been eranted. Why 
Mr. HOWE. Then, of course, my amend-|;}are such cases as this brought before Congress? 
ment is not in order. Because they do not come under any general law; 
The question was then taken, and it was || because the party cannot go to the Navy or War 
ordered that the bill be laid aside to be reported to ||} Department, or any other Department, and claim 
the House, with instructions that it be recommitted || a pension under any existing law. But certainly, 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, to ascertain || if there is any case, outside of the general law, in 
the amount due. || which a pension ought to be granted, it seems to 


HANNAH SAMPSON. || me this is one. 


; : Mr. SACKETT. This case, if it should be 
The next bill on the calendar was House bill | 


3 ; 7 ro <3 | allowed, is one of a very numerous class of cases. 
No. 94, being a bill for the relief of Hannah || This Government has constantly in its employ 


Sampson. upon wages, and ample and adequate compensa- || 
The bill was read through by the Clerk. tion, a very large number of men; and if we are 
Mr. GOODENOW.._ I had the honor of report- ; 


to begin to grant pensions to those whom calami- 


ing that bill to the House, and I think it is a very || ty overtakes among this immense number of em- 


meritorious one. Her husband was employed || ployees, I know not where the granting of pen- 
at the navy-yard at Charleston in 1815, and |! sions may end. Now, I do not dispute that this 
continued in the discharge of his duties at that || man may have been overtaken by calamity—I do 
yard until 1845—a period of nearly thirty years. | not dispute that his widow may ‘be in necessitous 
he evidence in the case shows that he was @ || circumstances—but I doubt not that there are | 
sober, industrious, temperate man, frugal in his | hundreds and thousands of other cases of this 
habits, and faithful in the performance of his || kind among those who have been in the employ- 
duties. In the year 1834, while employed by | ment of the Government for the last half century. 
the Government, he received an Injury in one of || There is no complaint that the compensation has 
his eyes; and subsequently, in 1845, in the sum- || not been adequate, or that it has not been paid. 
mer season, while employed under the direction | There is no complaint of suffering * than from 
of the officers at the navy-yard, being exposed to || the calamity which overtook hints a citizen 
the weather and sun, he received what, I believe, || while employed upon the part of the Govern- 
iscalled a sun-stroke, the consequence of which || ment. : 
was, he became totally blind. From, that period || There is another consideration in reference to 
up to July, 1849, he remained in an unfortunate | this bill. It proposes to give a pension for life in 
and helpless condition. In 1847 he made appli- || a case where, if the individual had been in the 
cation to Congress for relief, and in the month of regular military service of the country, he would | 
January, 1848, the Committee on Naval Affairs | have been entitled to a pension for only five 
reported a bill for that purpose. That report was, ears. 
however, not acted upon... He continued to linger Mr. TUCK. Iam satisfied that the allowance 
along in that hapless condition until July, 1849, | of this pension will not form a dangerous prece- 
when he died leaving a widow in deep distress. || dent, to be followed in our action hereafter. This 
The little money he had accumulated by his indus- || claim, I well remember, was before the Commit- 
try had been expended during his inability to || tee on Naval Affairs, four years ago, and received 
labor and his sickness in consequence of the injury || their unanimous approbation. It is a case of pe- 
he had received. The whole evidence in the case || culiar hardship—a case so peculiar, that I should 
shows that he was a sober, industrious, honest, | he perfectly willing to grant a pension in all other 
os faithful man. I presume the records of the | cases of similar hardship that may be presented. 
ouse will not show a stronger case of moral | While in that service, he was required to perform 
worth and fidelity to duty than is evidenced in || yaried duties, and he is as meritorious as he. 
the case of this man. : | would have been had he enlisted in the military | 
Mr. SACKETT. Will the gentleman allow me | service of the United States, and the affliction 
to ask him a question? which he suffered was as severe as if it had been 
Mr GOODENOW.. Certainly. || inflicted upon him by the public enemy. He was 
Mr. SACKETT. I desire to know wh®her | required, according to my recollection, to be en- 
this man was connected with the military estab- ed in the laborious service of calking the sides 
lishment, or whether he was a laborer employed || of United States vessels, and while so employed— 
in the navy-yard? although at times unconscious of danger, and | 
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a ; 
a l perhaps those who oversaw his work were like- 
| wise unconscious of danger—4ost his health and 


the useofhis eyes. He lingered alqng for years, 
and four years ago he made his application for a 
eae which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and by them favorably reported 
upon, I believe, and received the approbation of 
the House. He died without receiving any re- 
lief. His widow, in poverty, in affliction, now 
comes here and asks this humble pittanee, It ts 
of little consequence*to us; it is one of the trifles 
in our legislation; but be assured, sir, it is a mai- 
ter of great consequence to this poor woman, I 
trust we will give it our approbation, 

Mr. GIDDINGS. In all the sympathy which 
the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. 
Tuck] has manifested for this poor widow, I 
participate I ‘would that our ability were suffi- 
cient to justify us in extending our sympathies to 
the relief of all the suffering poor of the land. My 
benevolence, I hope and trust, is as extensive as is 
that of the gentleman from New Hampshire; but, 
Mr. Chairman, do we come here, are we sent here 
for the purpose of administering the funds of the 
Government to the relief of the poor of the nation? 
Is that the principle upon which we come here as 
American statesmen—to look up the poor, the suf- 
fering poor throughout the land, and extend to 
them relief from the National Treasury? Now, 
sir, in all our relations of private life, these things 
address themselves to our sympathies, ind to the 
best feelings of our nature. But we come here, 
sir, to do and perform the stern duties of states- 
men—to legislate for the nation. Now, what is 
the case presented to the House? A man and le- 
borer—and who is as worthy as any of us—seeks 
employment, in the course of his occupation, and 

refers that of the United States to any other; and 

have no hesitation in saying that every man of 
his profession in that State, would have soucht his 
place, in preference to that of private employment 
—for the Government is the very best of paymas- 
ters. Well, sir, we permitted him to labor upon 
our ships because he preferred it to any other, and 
in the ordinary course of events he was seized with 
this malady, to which reference has been made, 
and he falls a victim to it. Now suppose he had 
been employed upon merchant vessels in that port, 


| and the same malady had-overtaken him, would 


the Government extend to him the relief which 
the Committee on Naval Affairs now recommend ? 
Ithink not. And let mesay here that this subject 
of private pensions in drawing from the Treasury 
of the United States a support to individyals has 
crown toan alarming extent. [thas gone so far, that 
it seems to me that limits should be set toit. How 


| far does the gentleman intend to extend this sys- 


tem? Willhe carry it to civil life? Will he carry 
it into the Departments of Government, and to the 
men who are employed there, and who have grown 
old and decreped in that service? Will you ex- 
tend to them pensions? Will heextend it to those 
who have served the public here in this House, 
and have worn themselves out in that service? 
Will you give them pensions? Will you give 
them all relief, to be paid out of the public Treas- 
ury? Will you carry it out to the whole of the 
employees of Government—to postmasters, mail- 
carries, and all others? Mr. Chairman, I have no 
disposition to occupy the time of the House upon 
| this occasion. But let me say to the gentleman 
| from New Hampshire, [Mr. Tucx,] that heis mis- 
| taken when he says we can grant this pension in 
a passing moment of legislation, never to be heard 
at ami. It is to go down to all coming time, as 
a precedent to every employee of Government, 
who falls a victim to any malady,contracted while 
in the service of the Government. This faet I 
| would impress upon the House, that we are legis- 
| lating here for all coming time, and establishing 
precedents, from which we cannot hereafter de- 
part. When we once establish a precedent, other 
employees will come in and seize upon it, to sup- 
| port similar claims. It is against the establish- 
| ment of this precedent that 1 contend, and against 
which I protest. 
Mr. BOCOCK. Ido not desire to discuss the 
bill now under consideration, reported from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 1 should not have 
had reason to say one single word in relation to 
it but from the fact that it is reported from a com- 
_ mittee of which I am a member, and that my 
silence might seem to commit me to this particu- 
lar bill and to the principles involved in it. I 
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the statement of the facts, upon which this bill 
rests, is a correct statement, have not given my 
consent to it, ind I am ere to it. Ido not 
think | was present when this bill was submitted 
to the committee. I am very sure that if the 
facia which have been detailed, are the facts upon 
which this bill rests, they never came to my at- 
tention. I agree with the gentlemen who have 
already spoken upon this bill, that not only is this 
particular case wrong in itself—having no partic- 
ular merit—but that it establishes a bad and dan- 
gevous precedent, the extent of which, and the 
effect of which, upon the future legislation of the 
country we cannot foresee. To establish the 
principle of pensioning a man for life, simply be- 
cause he was in the public employment—simply 
because he was deriving a sum of money for 
working for the public—not in war, not in any 
engagement—strikes my mind as dangerous and 
odious, and I shall record my vote against it, and 
my voice will always be raised against any such 
bill. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I move that it be reported 
to the House, with the recommendation that it do 
not pass. 

Mr. GOODENOW. I can hardly comprehend 
that kind of economy which seems to break forth 
upon a private claim, éhat comes before this 
House for the benefit of a meritorious individual, 
and at the same time measures which involve 


thousands and tens of thousands of dollars pass | 


with very little debate or objection. I am as 
much in favor of economy as any man in this 
House, and I will do all in my power to promote 
an economical and just administration of the 
funds of the Government; but I am surprised that 
gentlemen should rise up in opposition to this bill, 
which only proposes to relieve the widow of 
an individual who devoted the greatest portion 
of his life to the service of his country. He 


was engaged in the service of this Government, | 
and therefore, in my judgment, entitled to the | 


same or that any individual, who has 
been emp 
titled to receive. 





It may be true 


Mr. FICKLIN, (interposing.) With the per- | 
mission of the honorable member who adyocates 
this bill, | would inquire if he is in favor of pen- 


sioning those individuals in this District who have 


held civil office under this Government for life, | 


and of pensioning their widows, their husbands 


dying poor, and leaving nothing with which to | 


een them ? 


r. GOODENOW. When such a case pre- 


sents itsef to the House I will decide upon its par- | 


ticular merits. 
Mr, FICKLIN. 
tirely. 
Mr. GOODENOW. 
same principle. Here was a man employed in a 
navy-yard, and continued to be employed there 


for a series of years, receiving a per diem com- | 


pensation, and, as the facts show, his services 


were He ade by the commanding officer of the || 


. . . ’ . 
yard at the time he received his injury. I say, 
that when his services were being rendered for the 
benefit of this Government and he received an in- 


jury, it should entitle him, and he should receive, |! 


a compensation by way of pension; and it is no 
more than right and just that his widow should 


receive the same compensation from Congress for || 


those services thus rendered. I do not under- 
stand, Mr. Chairman, why it is that gentlemen 
rise up on all hands and declare that this is estab- 
lishing a dangerous precedent. I do not under- 
stand why the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Grp- 
pines] is so stringent in his objections to this bill. 
I hope, then, this House will 
able consideration. I believe it is just and right, 
and that it commends itself to our consciences. 

I have no fear of precedents. Every case brought 


before this House will be adjusted upon its pecu- | 


liar merits; and if we pass this bill without prece- 
dent, so much the better. 
to the best dictates of our nature. We are trying 
suffered in the employment of the Government. I 
hope this House will not agree to the motion made 
by the honorable member from Virginia, [Mr. 
McMuxtiw,] and that it will do justice to that 
widow, by reporting this bill to the House with a 
recommendation that it do pass. 
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eee 


therefore desire to say to the committee, that if | Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. I hope the commit- ‘| ordered, and Messrs. 


oyed under like circumstances, is en- | 


It is the same principle en- | 


I maintain it is not the! 


ive this bill favor- | 


Weare disposed to do | 
justice, and individually we are acting according | 





| tee will take a vote upon thiqbill immediately, and 


» that they will send it to the House, with a recom- || 


mendation that it do not pass. 

Mr. DANIELS. 
duce into this country a system of civil enone. 
I hope, sir, such a system will never be intro- 
duced here. We know the extent to which that 
system has been carried in Great Britain. If it 
gets a foothold here, we know not how far it may 
be carried. It is true this bill presents an isolated 
case, but it may be drawn into a orecedent, give 
rise to similar bills hereafter, and draw after them 
others, and thud pave the way for a system of 
civil pensions. I am not aware that any case, in 
principle like this, has before been established as 


a precedent, and 1 would not lend my sanction to | 
make this oneaprecedent. I hope the motion will , 


prevail. : 
The es was then taken upon the motion 
of Mr. McMvtu1, and it was agreed to. 


So it was ordered that the bill be reported back | 
to the House, with a recommendation that it do | 


not pass. 


Mr. INGERSOLL. I move that the commit- 


tee rise; upon which motion tellers were demanded | 


and ordered, and Messrs. Fow.er and Mitison 
appointed. 
I'he question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 58, noes 73. 
'' So the committee refused to rise. 


HEIRS OF JOHN JACKSON. 


The CHAIRMAN stated that bill 95, reported 
| by Mr. Twex, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, for the relief of the heirs of John 

| Jackson, deceased, came up next in order. 

Mr. CARTTER. Read the report. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no report. 

Mr. TUCK. 
this claim by the committee, but I suppose it has 
gone into the hands of the printer. I[t has been 
favorably reported upon several times before. 


John Paul Jones, and to carry into execution the 


tember, 1785. This man, John Jackson, was 
| the coast of England, in 1779, and just before his 
engagement with the Serapis, to act as pilot. He 
|| was an Englishman, and on board of the Bon 


Homme Richard during that severe conflict, in 


| 


onies, that he should have the pension of a private 
| for life. That certificate was forienided to Paris, 
|| whereit was recognized and approved by Mr. Jeffer- 

son and Doctor Franklin. t 

fied by Doctor Franklinand Mr. Jefferson, was sent 
| home to.the Government, and acted upon by the 
Continental Congress, who passed the resolution 
which this act proposes to carry out. These pa- 
pes have been lost. 


He entered into ‘the service 
|.of the United States, but a few years since died. 
|, His widow and his son, now a small boy, reside 
|| at presentat thenavy-yard. Sheasks for the pas- 
'| sage of this act. 


| Mr. JOHN W.HOWE. 


| could not be found. 


I am not disposed to 


| take up the time of the House in this matter, but | 


|| thisis an old, staleclaim, to which I plead the statute 
|| of limitation, and ask that it be Jaid aside, with a 
| recommendation to the House that it do not pass. 
| Mr.AVERETT, Mr. Chairman, is a motion 
that the committee do now rise in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. AVERETT. Then I make that motion. 
Sir, Lam in favor of giving prompt and faithful 
attention to the bills on the calendar, but I am-op- 


posed to acting and voting in the dark. We have || 


no report before us upon this case. Itis impossible 
that we can act understandingly upon it without a 


cussion of the case last disposed of, ought to teach 
| us the necessity, not only of having the report 
| before us in every case, but of investigating that 
‘| report closely. 

| The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order 
| pending the motion to rise. ' 
|| Mr. CARTTER demanded tellers; which were 


AL, GLOBB: 


Iam not prepared to intro- | 


There was a report made upon }} 


The bill only proposes to carry out the pledge of | 


action of the Continental Congress upon that | 
| pledge, which took place upon the 28th of Sep- | 


compelled by John Paul Jones, when he was off || 


which he lost anarm. John Paul Jones then gave | 
him one hundred ducats, and a written stipluation | 
| on behalf of the Continental Congress of the Col- | 


his stipulation, certi- || 


John Jackson lived in Eng- | 
‘| land until 181 q@ayhen he died. His son came here 
|| te this city MB ec: this pension, but the papers || 


| report. The developments brought out, in the dis- || 
to relieve the distresses of the widow of one who |, 


Fow.er and 
|| were appointed. and Muuusoy 


The question being put, the tel 
there were in the simetianeaeia 73, ieee 
So the committee accordingly rose, and the 
Spears having resumed the chair, the chairman 
of the committee reported, that the Committee of 
the Whole House had had under consideration jp 
the private calendar, bills Nos. 88, 89, 90,91, and 
92, and recommend that they do pass; also, bill No 
93, which they recommend be recommitted to the : 
| Committee on Naval Affairs, to inquire into the 
' particular amount of the claim; also, bill 94, which 
they recommend do not pass. 


ADJOURNMENT TILL MONDAY. 


Mr. BISSELL moved, that when the House 
adjourn to-day, it be till twelve o’clock on Monday 
next. e 

Mr. JOHN W. HOWE called for the yeas and 
nays; which were not ordered. 

he motion being put, it was agreed to. 

Mr. SWEETSER moved the House adjourn; 
which motion was disagreed to. : 

Mr. BOCOCK. I suggest that we take a vote 
upon the entire report of the Committee of the 

hole House, except in cases where gentlemen 
| may desire a separate vote to be taken. I move 
'| we take the vote upon sustaining the whole rec. 
ommendations of the committee. ; 

The SPEAKER. That can be done only by 
unanimous consent. 
|| Mr. CLEVELAND. I object to it. 
| The SPEAKER stated, that if there was no ob- 
| jection the vote would be taken upon the engross- 
ment and ordering to a third reading of all the 
bills recommended for passage by the Committee 
|| of the Whole House at once, viz: 

No. 88, a bill for the relief of Wm. Greer. 

No. 89,a bill for the relief of Williams, Sta- 
ples & Williams. 
| No. 90, a bill for the relief of James Furguson, 
surviving partner of Furguson & Milhado. 

No. 4, a bill authorizing the payment of interest 
to the State of New Hampshire for advances 
made for the use of the United States, in repelling 
invasion and suppressing insurrection at Indian 
Stream in said State. 

No. 91, a bill for the relief of the executors 
| and heirs of Thomas Fletcher, deceased. 

No. 92, a bill for the relief of James Lewis. 

The question being put, the above-named bills 
| were ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, and having been engrossed, were read a 
third time and passed. 

Mr. HART asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to grant him leave to withdraw the pe- 
tition and papers of Bates & Lacon, with the view 
of having them presented to the Senate. 

Objected to. 

Mr. WALSH asked the unanimous consent of 
| the House to introduce a bill, of which he had 
given previous notice. 

Objected to. 

Mr. McMULLIN moved the House adjourn; 
which motion was disagreed to. 


J. G. PENDERGRAST. 


The next question was on concurring in the rec- 
ommendation of the Committee of the Whole that 
the bill for the relief of J. G. Pendergrast be re- 
‘| committed to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
| with instructions to ascertain and insert in the bill 
tae amount of appropriation nece ° 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. believe that 
| in the Committee of the Whole there was no ob- 
_ jection to the principle of this bill; and I am per- 

fectly satisfied that it is entirely ugeless to send 
it back to the Committee on Naval Affairs. The 
| amount of this little account, as I learn since from 
| the papers, which I thought were in the printer's 
| hands, is $260, The petitioner, J. G. Pender- 
|| grast, is probably known to many gentlemen here 
, as an individual who would not impose upon the 
| Government under any circumstances, especially 
‘| in the trifling amount of a doctor’s bill. The legal 
_ proof was not before the committee, and | sup- 
| pose if it goes to the committee in order that they 
| may ascertain the amount of the doctor’s bill, they 
| will have to take depositions, or such proof as the 


| 

} accounting officers of the Treasury are in the habit 
|| of taking when they pay accounts of this kind, 
1 under the same circumstances. I say that, in or- 
i der to do justice and protect the Government, 1 
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— 
gc to the committee. 

“Mfr. DANIEL. I trust the recommendation of 
she committee will be earried out, because I think 
this mode of legislating is based apes highly im- 
roper and incorrect principles. Now, T do not 
Pend to cast any imputations upon this gentle- 
nan. Far be it from me to cast any imputation 
spon him, if his character is perfectly proof against 
ny imposition. I think it is wrong to legislate 
a ibis way. I think every case which comes be- 
fre us ought to be brought up to the same stand- 
urd; and every demand ought to be proved accord- 
ine to rules which will guard the Treasury against 
imposition. } 0! 
ya case of a man free from suspicion, we will go 
, littlefurther, and after a little while we will take 
the statements of somebody else, permit them to 
make their demands upon the Treasury, and we 
will pay what they demand. ' 


Mr. STANTON. The gentleman is proceed- | 


ing upon the supposition that we require the 


House to take the say-so of this gentleman, be- | 
suse he is respectable, and free from suspicion. | 
| have fot asked the House to do any such thing. || 


| have only asked them to refer this matter to the 
eficers of the Treasury, who will proceed only 
ypon regular proof, 


‘Mr. DANIEL. It is much safer, as a general 


rule, for committees, when they can ascertain the | 


amount they propose to Ly ee from the 
Treasury, to ascertain it, and recommend that the 
amount be paid. The objection I made is not 
answered at all. 


vail. 

Mr. HEBARD. I believe there was serious 
objection to this bill upon two grounds, and the 
third one has presented itself now, since this bill 
has got back into the House. One objection 
was—and it was an objection of principle—that 
the bill did not settle the amount to be paid. It 
was thought by many that it was the only correct 
principle, that the committee should ascertain the 
amount and make the recommendation. 1 have 
not heard the chairman of that committee, or any 
other gentleman upon that committee, express 
even an opinion in relation to any amount, or that 
anything was due, further than to recommend 
the passage of the bill. Another objection was, 
that there is no report of the facts of the case. It 
was thought that the amount was between one 
hundred and two hundred dollars. It seems, 
since we have got back to thé House, that it has 
increased to between two and three hundred dol- 
lars. If we allow this bill to go to the Secreta 
of the Treasury before the amount is ascertained, 
and it keeps increasing in that ratio, I do not 
know what the amount will be. I hope that the 
recommendation of the committee will be complied 
with, and the bill be sent back to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, for them to obtain such proof 
ss will satisfy them in relation to the equity of 
the claim and the amount due. Let them fix 
upon the amount,-put it into the bill, and report 
such a state of facts as will satisfy the House that 
the claim — to be paid. Then I will be in 
favor of it. I move that the bill be recommitted 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, with instruc- 
tions to ascertain and place in the bill the amount 
tobe paid; and upon that motion I ask the pre- 
vious question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered. 

Rs question was then taken, and it was agreed 
So the bill was recommitted to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, with instructions. 

; TheSPEAKER. The bill No. 94, for the re- 
‘ef of Hannah ‘Sampson, was reported by the 
committee to the House, with a recommendation 
that it do not pass. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I move the 
Previous question, and I move that we concur 
7 we recommendation of the Committee of the 

ole. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. 
the bill upon the table. 

© (Mestion was put, and the i 
ona put, motion was 


Mr. MILLSON moved to reconsider the vote by 


I move to lay 


wich bill No, 89, for the relief of Williams, 


‘aples & Williams, was passed, and to la 
* motion to reconsider upon the table; which 
‘ter motion was agreed to. 


i 


; 


i} 
| introduce a bill granting a quantity of the public lands for | 


If we take the say-so in this individ. | 


I trust the motion will pre- | 
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is entirely unnecessary to send this little matter |, On motion by Mr. SWEETSER, 
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| maintains on that T move that it be refeered 
The House then adjourned. to the Committee on Naval. Affairs. 
oxmnane The motion was agreed to. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr GEYER presented the petition of the heirs 
Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, gave notice of his intention to 


‘and legal representatives of Joseph Thompson, 
deceased, praying the confirmation of their ttle to 
a tract of land in the State of Missouri; which 
was referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

Also, the memorial of the administrator of 
George G. Alford, praying the appointment of 
a tribunal to review the decisions of the late Board 
of Commissioners for settling claims of American 
citizens against Mexico; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

“Also, the memorial of the City Council of Si, 
souis, Missouri, praying the reimbursement of 
money expended in prosecuting work commenced 
by the United States for the improvement of the 
river and harbor at that place; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SHIELDS presented a petition of A. An- 
derson and others, citizens of the United States, 
oraying the construction of a railroad from Lake 
Michigan to the Pacific, under the direction of the 
General Government; which was referred to tle 


the improvement of the natigation of the river Wabash. 





PETITIONS, &e. 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : 

By Mr. SIBLEY: The memorial of Bartholomew Bald 
| Win, James R. Clewet, A. Perret, and Pierre, Benjamin, 

and Julian Gervais, asking for compensation for injuries re- 
ceived by being driven from the Military Reserve at Fort 
Snelling by the United States troops in the year 1840, 

By Mr. PHELPS: The memorial of M. M. Marmaduke 


and others, for pay for property stolen from them by the 
| Indians. 


Also, the petition of W. B. Edwards, praying for an 
| invalid pension, heretofore presented. 

| By Mr. FULLER, of Maine: The memorial of D. W. 
Dinsmore and others, praying Congress to establish a whistle 
or fog bell at Petit Menan light-house, at the entrance of 
Narraguagers bay, on the coast of Maine. 

By Mr. FLORENCE: The petition of Moses M. Rus- 
sell, of Philadelphia, praying for an increase of pension to 
the late Mrs. Esther Russell, widow of Dr. Philip M. Rus- 
sell, who served in the war of the Revolution. 

on Mr. HOUSTON: The petition of William Nelson, of 
Morgan county, Alabama, praying to be allowed to change || ~ ; . 
an erroneous entry of public land as therein set forth. &* || Committee on Public Lands. 


By Mr. JONES, of Tennessee: The petition of the beirs || _ Also, threepetitions of citizens of Illinois, pray- 
of Dr. Samuel Kennedy, praying compensation for services || ing the right of way and a grant of public land for 
during the revolutionary war. | the construction of a railroad from Shawneetown 
——————__—— to the Missouri river, opposite the city of St. 
IN SENATE. ae —— was referred to the Committee on 

Monpar, January 19, 1852. | Also, the memorial of Henry H. Sibley, for 

Prayer by the Rev. L, F. Morean. |, and in behalf of the people of Minnesota Territory, 

" EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. praying : pare et eek: phteendhewemy srry he By 

r . railroad from western extr r of said Terri- 

The PRESIDENT _pro tempore laid before the tory to the Mississippi river, with a branch to St. 

| Senate a communication from the War Depart- Paul in said Territory; which was referred to the 
| ment, transmitting, in compliance with acts ap- | Cumebietes cai Teveltorios. 

proved April 20, 1818, and August 26, 1842, and Mr. HAMLIN presented a petition of inhab- 

a resolution of the House of Representatives of itants of the Island of Martinicus, on the coast of 

13th January, 1846, a list of the clerks and other Maine, praying the transfer of that Island from 
| persons employed in that Department other than || the Penobscot collection district to the district of 
| Officers of the Army, during the year 1851. || Waldeboro’, in the State of Maine: which was 
| On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it a || referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Ordered, That it lie on the table and be printed. 


: Mr. UNDERWOOD presented the petition of 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before | 


an William W. Sale and others, praying an amend- 
| the Senate a communication from the Secretary of || ment of the patent laws; which was referred to 


War, in pursuance of an act approved April 2d, | the Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 
1794, containing a statement of the expenses of Mr. CASS presented the memorial of John M. 
| the national armories, and of the number of arms | Reynolds, praying to be indemnified for losses 
and appendages made and repaired thereat during | sustained in consequence of a change in his con- 
the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1851. \| tract for building a light-house on Beaver Igland, 
On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was in Lake Michigan; which was referred to the Com- 
Ordered, That it lie on the table and be printed. mittee on Commerce. 
PETITIONS, Also, a memorial of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. BRIGHT presented a petition of citizens || praying a modification of the late bounty land 
of Oregon Territory, praying the removal of the | omy arty was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
ort of entry from Fort Nesqually to Sleetacoour || !!c Lands. a 
City, and the establishment of a sani route from Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of citizens of 
San Francisco to the head of Puget’s Sound; || Cambridge, Massachusetts, praying that the bill 
which was referred to the Committee on Com-_ giving further remedies to patentees may become 
| merce. a law. 
Also, the petition of Elizabeth Parsons, widow Ordered, That it lie on the table, 
of James Parsons, praying compensation for ex- Mr. DAVIS. I present also the petition of 
| tra services performed by her late husband while || Robert M. Lee, and other citizens of ennsylva- 
/employed at the Penitentiary of the District of nia, in which they represent that the botinty land 
| Columbia; which was referred to the Committee || law makes an unequal provision for the benefit of 
| of Claims. certain soldiers. In other words, that the soldiers 
| Mr. WADE presented a petition of Warren || of the war of 1812 are not placed on a footing of 
| Young, praying that the laws may be so amended || equality with the soldiers who served in the Mex- 
| that the executors and administrators of those || ican war. They ask that that bounty land law 
_ holding land warrants may locate those warrants; || may be so modified as to place those soldiers ona 
which was referred to the Committee on Public |! footing of equality with those who served in the 
| Lands. i Mexican war by granting therm a larger quantity 
| Mr. WALKER presented a petition of citizens | of land than they have received. Asa bill in re- 
| of Dunlevy, Ohio, praying that the public lands || Jation to the subject is already before the Senate, 
| may be ceded to the States for the purposes of || | move that, without reading, the petition be laid 
| settlement: which was referred to the Committee |; upon the table. 
| on Public Lands. : The motion was agreed to. 
| Mr. FISH. I present the memorial of the New Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, presented a petition 
| York State Colonization Society, praying the es- of citizens of Tennessee, praying that the ex- 
| tablishment of a line of mail steamers to the west- || penses incurred by American contributors to the 
| emp, coast of Africa. || ‘World’s Fair at London; may be defrayed by 
| 


The memorial states that a very large trade is || Congress; which was referred to the Committee 


| now being carried on by Great Britain with that | on Manufactures. 


| coast, amounting to some twenty-five millions of || Mr. BRODHEAD presented a petition of citi- 
| dollars annually, and it is caleulated that England || sine Philadelphia. Pennsylvania, praying a 


Jars of gold from that coast. "They alae urce th || Modification of the late bounty land law. 
| the establishment of this line would tend greatly || Ordered, That tie on hasetle, 

_ to suppress the slave trade, and render unneces-| | Mr. FELCH preserited a preamble and resolu- 
| sary the present squadron which thisGovernment | tion passed by the Legislature of Michigan in re- 


| 




































lation to the land claims of Joseph Sansfacon and 

others: which were referred to the Committee -on 

Private Land Claims, and ordereé to be printed. 
Mr. STOCKTON presented a memorial of in- 


ventors, praying that the Patent Office building | 
may be completed according to the original design, | 


and kept exclusively for the transaction of the 
business of that office; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 


MEXICAN CLAIMS. 


Mr. STOCKTON. Ihave a memorial in my 
hand which strikes me as one of very great im- 
portance, It is from Jonas P. Levy. It seems 


from his memorial that he was a merchant doing || 
business in Mexico, on whose property spoliation® | 


were perpetrated. His case was presented to the 


Board of Commissioners appointed for the adju- || 


dication of such claims. He complains that that 












Board did not do him justice; besides that, he says | 


they have lost his papers, and he prays that Con- | 


gress will grant him relief. The importance of 


this memorial would seem to justify a little more | 


attention than isgenerally paid to such things when | 


they are referred to the ordinary committees of 
the Senate. [ therefore move that a special com- 
mittee be appointed on this memorial, with power 
to send for persons and papers. 

Mr. HUNTER. I believe occasions are very 
rare when the Senate creates special committees. 


It seems to me that this petition ought to go prop- | 


erly to the Committee on Foreign Relations; and 
I move that it be referred to that Committee. 
The PRESIDENT. 


committee, the latter motion will be first put. 


That being a standing | 


Mr. DOWNS. Several memorials of the same | 


kind have been presented by myself and others, 
which have been lal upon the table. I think this 
is a very important matter. 
time to consider whether it is proper to refer these 
memorials to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


[ would like some | 


The general impression has been that they ought | 


to be referred to a select committee. These me- 
morials are very similar in some respects to those 
on the subject of French spoliations, which have 
been referred to a select committee. 


I have some | 


other memorials to present on this subject; I hope, | 


therefore, that this memorial will be laid upon the 
table for the present until the others can be offered. 
Mr. HUNTER. I am willing to accommodate 
the Senator. 
Mr. DOWNS. 
laid upon the table. 
The motion was agreed to. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it wus 


I move that the memorial be 


Ordered, ‘That the documents on the files of the Senate, | 


in relation to the claim of the widow of Lieutenant-Colonel 


Aineas Mackay to a pension, be reterred to the Committee | 


on Pensions. 


_e 
On motion by Mr. BORLAND, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Mark Bean and Richard 


H. Bean, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

On motion by Mr. FELCH, it was 

Ordered, That the petitions of citizens of Michigan, on 
the files of the Senate, relating to the adjustment of private 
land claims in that State, be referred to the Cominittee on 
Private Land Claims. 

On motion by Mr. BRIGHT, it was 


Ordered, That the documents on the files of the Senate, 


relating to the claim of Ebenezer Dumont, be referred tothe | 


Comunitee of Claims. 
On motion by Mr. DOWNS, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of Thomas H. McManus, 
on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 
Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee of Claims, 


to whom was referred the petition of Samuel M. 


Bootsyasking compensation for clerical services, || 


submitted an adverse report; which was ordered 
to be printed. 
Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 


- . a | 
Lands, to whom was referred a memorial of the 


Legislature of the State of Alabama, reported a bill 
authorizing the sale of certain reserved lands in 
Alabama; which was read and passed to arsecond 
reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill in relation to a certain lot of 
land in the town of Gnadenhutten, in the State of 
Ohio, reported the same without amendment. 

Mr. STOCKTON, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of Eliz- 





| Congress recognizes and reaffirms these truths, ** That gov- 
| *ernments are instituted among men to secure the inalien- 


| prehensive rights of self-government, and also as a conse- 


-_— -~ 3 7 =a : a 
abeth Munroe, praying a pension, reported a bill; |) 


which was read and passed to a second reading. 

He also presented a report on the above peti- 
tion; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petitions of Sarah Bennett and of 
Thomas Flannagan, praying to be allowed pen- 
sions, reported adversely thereon. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the memorial of 


| Mary W. Thompson, reported a bill for her re- 


lief; which was read and passed to a second 
reading. 

He also presented a report on the above me- 
morial; which was ordered to be printed. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. SHIELDS gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill to amend an act enti- | 
tled ** An act to incorporate the Washington Gas- 
light Company,” approved July 8, 1848. / 

Mr. BRADBURY gave notice of his intention 
to ask leave to introduce a bill to alter and amend 
the judicial system of the United States. 

Mr. GWIWN gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to introduce a bill to release the bonds given | 
for duties on goods, wares and merchandise de- 
stroyed by fire in the city of San Francisco, in 
California, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BORLAND gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill to amend the act ap- 
proved April 20, 1818, entitled ‘*An act in addition 
to the ‘Act for the punishment of certain crimes 
against the United States,’ and to repeal the acts 
therein mentioned,”’ 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. GWIN, agreeably to previous notice, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce a bill to refund to 
the State of California the expenses incurred in 
suppressing Indian aggressions in that State; which | 
was read a first and second time by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. STOCKTON, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to 
authorize the Postmaster General to contract for 
carrying the mails between Jersey City, State of 
New Jersey, and port of New York, and Galway, 
in Lreland; which was read a first and second time 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. WADE, agreeably to previous’ notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to 
amend an act entitled **An act to provide for the 


| ‘people always guided by an exalted justice 


| © our peace and prosperity in the toils of Europe 


*none. 


due execution of the laws of the United States in || 


the State of Ohio;’? which was read a first and 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- | 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SHIELDS, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to 
authorize Jacob Banta to locate two revolutionary 
bounty land certificates; which was read a first | 
and second time by its title, and referred to the | 
Committee on Public Lands. 


NON-INTERVENTION. 
Mr. CLARKE, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to bring in joint resolu- 


| tions reaffirming the doctrine of non-intervention; 
| which were read a first and second time by their 


titles, and considered as in Committee of the 
y | 
W hole. | 
The resolutions are as follows: 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 








spoon Faia 


: in. i 9, 


well Address: ‘* Observe good faith and justice tow ; 
‘nations. Cultivate peace and harmony with all,” — al 
‘mankind the magnanimous and too novel an example on 
and homens, 
RAYS 1telfinty 
another, with. 
** Against the 


* lence.”? “* Sympathy for a favorite nation betr; 
‘ a participation into the quarrels and wars of 
‘ out adequate inducement or justification-** 
‘ insidious wiles of foreign influence, the jealousy of 
‘ people ought to be constantly awake, for foreien infue’® 
‘ is the most baneful foe of republican governments.» aenee 
‘ true rule of conduct for us in regard ‘to foreign natin he 
‘in extending our commercial relations, to have withae . 
‘ as little political connection as possible.” «« Why au ~ 
‘ own to stand upon foreign ground? Why, by sitar 
‘ing our destiny with that of any part of Europe, ontanas 
‘ rivalship, interest, humor, or caprice.”” a ambition, 
Resolved, That while we cherish the livelies 
towards all who strive for freedom of opinion and for free 
institutions, yet we recognize our true policy in the on 
fundamental principles given to us by Jefferson : 
* and exact justice to all men, of whatever State or persu 
* sion—religious or political—peace, commerce ws 


‘ Ge; . - : > and honest 
friendship with all nations, entangling alliances With 
9 ! 


t sympathy 


** Equal 


Resolved, That although we adhere to these esse 
principles of non-intervention as forming the true and last 
ing foundation of our prosperity and happiness, yet wy, . 
ever a prudent foresight shall warn us that our own liberties 
and institutions are threatened, then a just regard to our re 
safety will require us to advance to the conflict rather on 
await the approach of the foes of constitutional freedom oa 
of human liberty. 3 


On motion by Mr. CLARKE, it was 
Ordered, That they lie on the table and be printed, 


SPIRIT RATION IN THE NAvy, 
Mr. SUMNER submitted the following resoly. 
tion for consideration: ‘ 
Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be 
directed to inquire into the expediency of abolishing the 
spirit ration in the Navy of the United States, and at the 
same time of increasing the monthly pay of all the enlisted 
men in this service. 
ADDITIONAL COMMITTEE CLERK, 
Mr. SEBASTIAN submitted the following res- 


olution for consideration: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be 
authorized to employ a clerk during the present session of 
Congress. 


Ntial 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives by Mr. Forney, their Clerk: 

Mr. Prestpent: The House of Representatives hays 
passed the following bills from the Senate : 

** An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
issue a register to the brig Ada; 

«¢ An act to provide a room for the Congressional Libra- 


H} ry.?? 


“They concur in the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill to admit a certain vessel to registry. 

The President of the United States approved and signed, 
on the 13th instant, the following bill and joint resolution: 

** An act making appropriations to meet the expenses in- 
curred in consequence of the late fire in the Capitol ; 

‘¢ Joint resolution to authorize the Postmaster General to 
legalize certain contracts for the transportation of the mail 
in California and Oregon.”’ 

BILLS FROM THE HOUSE. 

The following bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were read a first and second time by 
their titles and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary: 

An act authorizing the payment of interest to 
the State of New Hampshire, for advances made 
for the use and benefit of the United States in re- 


pes invasion and suppressing insurrection at 


the United Stutes of Americain Congress assembled, That || 


‘able rights of life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, 
‘ deriving their just powers from the consent of the gov- 
‘erned: That whenever any form of government becomes 
* destructive of these ends, itis the right of the people to 
‘alter or to abolish it, and to institute a new government, 
‘laying its foundation upon such principles and organizing 
‘its powers in such form as to them shall seem most likely 
‘to eifect their safety and happiness.”’ 

Resolved, That while we claim for ourselves these com- 


quence of sovereignty, the right to be exempt from the co | 
ercion, control, or interference of others in the management 
of our internal affairs, we concede to others the same 
measure of right--the same unqualified independence. 

Resolved, That it is upon the sacred principle of inde- 
pendent sovereignty that we recognize, in our intercourse 
with other nations, governments de facto, without inquir- 
ing by what means they have been established, or in what | 
manner they exercise their powers. 

Resolved, That this Government has solemnly adopted, 
and will perseveringly adhere to, as a principle of interna- 
tional action, the advice given by Washington in his Fare- 


j 
j 
} 
} 
j 


ndian Stream, in the said State; 

An act for the relief of the executors and heirs 
of Thomas Fletcher, deceased; and 

An act for the relief of James Lewis. 

The following bills were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance: 

An act for the relief of James Ferguson, sur- 
viving partner of the firm of Ferguson & Mil- 
hado; and 

An act for the relief of Williams, Staples & 
Williams. . 

An act for the relief of William Greer was re- 


| ferred to the Committee of Claims. 


THE COMPROMISE MEASURES. 
The PRESIDENT announced the arrival of the 
hour for the consideration of the special order, v!2: 


| the resolution some time since submitted by Mr. 


Feorr, of Mississippi, declaring the compromise 
measures a definitive settlement of all questions 
growing out of the subject of slavery. ° 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I hope that réSolution 
will be laid upon the table or passed over inior- 
mally, that the Senate may proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bounty land bill. I move that its 
consideration be postponed until to-morrow. — 

The PRESIDENT. By unanimous consent it 
may be passed over. 
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, Mr. HUNTER. I hope it will be passed over, 


— ee 


for u - : . 
“. ig desirous to follow the Senator from Mas- 
wit - 


achusetts (Mr. Davis] on that subject, is pre- 
7 nted by sickness from being in his seat to-day. 
renee ye WTI . 

Mr. DAVIS. 
passed over. — ; 
‘The resolution was accordingly passed over. 

,SSIGNABILITY OF LAND WARRANTS. 

The Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the bill from the House of 
Representatives explanatory of the act passed 
te} = : ; 
gotember 28, 1850, entitled **An act granting 
pounty lands to certain officers and soldiers who 
have been engaged in the military service of the 
United States.”” 

The PRESIDENT. An amendment has been 
-eported to that bill by the Committee on Public 
Lands, which will be read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That all warrants for military bounty lands which have 
heen or may hereafter be issued under any law of the United 
States, and all valid locations of the same which have been 
or may hereafter be made, are hereby declared to be assign- 
according to such form, and pursuant to such regu 


able, “ : 
iglioas as may be prescribed by the Commissioner of the 
Geyeral Land Office, so as to vest the assignee with all the 





wouts of the original ownerof the warrant or location. 
“Sec. 2. Be tt further enacted, That the registers and 
reocivers of the land offices shall hereafter be severally au- 
thorized to charge and receive for their services in locating 
jilitary bounty land warrants issued since the 11th day of 
February, 1847, the same compensation or percentage to 
which they are entitled by law for sales of the public lands for 
cash. at the rate of S1 25 per acre, the said compensation to 
be hereafter paid by the assignees or holders of such warrants 
where they have been transferred under the provisions of 
any act of Congress and the regulations of theGeneral Land 
Office: and to be paid out of the Treasury of the United 
States upon the adjustment of the accounts of such officers, 
where it shall be shown to the satisfaction of the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office that the warrant was jo- 
cated by the soldier or warrantee, or his next of Kin, as 
provide d for by law. 

Sec. 3. Be it further enacted, That registers and re 
ceivers, Whether in or out of office at the passage of this act, 
or their legal representatives in case of death, shall be en- 
tiled to receive trom the Treasury of the United States, for 
services heretofore performed in locating military bounty 
land warrants, the same rate of compensation provided in 
the preceding section for services hereafter to be pertormed, 
after deducting the amount already received by such officers 
under the act entitled *“* An act to require the holders of 
nilitary land warrants to compensate the land officers of the 
United States for services in relation to the location of those 
warrants,”? approved May 17th, 1848: Provided, That no 
register or receiver shall receive any compensation out of 
the Treasury for past services, who has charged and re- 
ceived illegal fees for the location of such warrants: 4nd 
provided further, That no register or receiver shall receive 
for his services during any year a greater compensation 
than the maximum now allowed by law. 

Sec. 4. Beit further enacted, Thatin all cases where 
the militia or volunteers or State troops of any State 
were called into the service of the United States, and 
whose services have been accepted and paid by the United 
States subsequent the 18th June, 1812, the officers and sol- 
diers of such militia, volunteers or troops shall be entitled 
to ali the benefits of the act entitled “* An act granting 
bounty land to certain officers and soldiers who have been 
engaged in the military service of the United States,” ap- 
proved September 28th, 1850, and shall receive lands tor 
their services according to the provisions of said act, upon 
proof of length of service as therein required. 

Sec. 5. Be it further enacted, That where any com- 
pany, batt.lion or regiment,in an organized form, marched 
more than twenty miles to the place where they were mus 








tered into the service of the United States, or were dis- | 


charged more than tweuty miles from the place where such 
company, battalion, or regiment was organized; inal! such 
cases, in computing the length of service of the officers 
aud soldiers of any such company, battalion, or regiment, 
witha view to determine the quantity of land any officer 
or soldier is entitled to under said act, approved 28th Sep- 
tember, 1850, there shall be allowed one day for every 
twenty miles from the place where the company, battalion, 
or regiment was organized, to the place where the same 
was mustered into the service of the United States ; and 
also one day for every twenty miles from the place where 
fuch company, battalion, or regiment was discharged, to the 
place where it was organized, and from whence it marched 
to enter service, 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. ° Mr. President, I donot 
propose to make any remarks, by way of a speech, 
on the subject of the provisions of this bill, unless 
it shall be assailed by some other Senator, and 
then I shall reply to any suggestions which may 
be made against it. I rise now to offera slight 
amendment to the amendment which has been 
sanctiioged by the Committee on Public Lands. 

he original amendment which the committee 
have offered was introduced by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Maine, [Mr. Hamutn,] and was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands with the bill. 


he Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. McRag,} | 


I have no objection to its being | 


TH 





on consultation with members of the committee, 
it has been thought that the language retained in 


, the amendment which has just been read does not 


express with sufficient clearness the idea which 
was intended to be conveyed by the amendment. 
That part of the fourth section which | propose to 
amend reads as follows: 

*< That in all cases where the militia, or volunteers, or 


| State troops of any State were called into the service of 


the United States, and whose services have been accepted 


_ and paid by the United States.” 


he committee modified the amendment to some | 


extent, but in that modification, upon consulta- 


The change which I wish to be made is, to 
strike out the word ‘* the,’’ before the word *‘ser- 
vice,’’ and insert in its place the word ‘‘military,”’ 
and to strike out the words ‘‘of the. United 
States;”’ also to strike out the words ‘accepted 
and.’’ If the amendment shall prevail, then the 
language will be: 

“That in all cases where the militia or volunteers or 
State troops of any State were called into military service, 
and whose services liave been paid for by the United 
States,’ then they shall have the benefit of this act 

If this amendment shall be adopted, it will make 
the language very explicit, and show the intention 
of Congress to grant bounty lands to those troops 
who were called Into service for military purposes 
by a State, or by an officer of the United States, 
and whose services were paid for by the United 
States, thereby showing an acceptance on the part 
of the Government of the services thus rendered. 
It will not confine the operations of the act to 
those troops which were mustered into service ac- 
cording to the provisions of the prev IOUS acts, It 
will, perhaps, enlarge somewhat the bounty of 
Congress towards those who rendered meritorious 
services, and it will not require the same particu- 
larity to be observed which was required to be 
observed by former acts, in regard to the manrtr 
in which the troops were called into service. If 
the amendment prévails, the question will be, in 
regard to any troops, Did they render military ser- 
vice? and was that service so far sanctioned by 
the Government as to be paid for by it? If they 
rendered service, and were paid, it is the object of 
the Committee on Public Lands to give them the 
benefit of the bounty of Congress. I hope that 
the amendment of the committee will be amended 
in the manner I have proposed, as it is more 
verbal than anything else, and | hope that this 
amemlment may be agreed to, and the bill passed. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 


| to 


. . 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I move to amend the 
amendment, as it has been modified by the motion 
of the honorable Senator from Kentucky, by in- 
serting after the word ‘* service’’ the words ** in 
‘any of the wars mentioned in the act of 28th 
‘September, 1850, entitled ‘An act granting boun- 
‘ty lands to certain officers and soldiers who have 
‘ been engaged in the military service of the Uni- 
* ted States.’ ”’ 

If that amendment shall be adopted, it will 
make necessary the adoption of anether amend- 
ment, which I now offer: 

‘* That the last proviso of the 9th section of the act of the 
lith of February, 1847, be and the same is hereby repealed: 
Provided, That nothing herein contained shall authorize 
bounty lands to those who have heretofore received or 
become entitled to the same.’’ 


The PRESIDENT. The question will first be 
taken on the first amendment. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I will offer a few words 
in explanation of the effect intended to follow the 
adoption of these amendments. By the original 
act of 1847, which granted bounty lands to sol- 
diers engaged in the Mexican war, and by the 
subsequent act of the 28th of September, 1850, 


| proposed to be explained by this act, there were 


two or three classes of persons omitted from the 
benefit of those acts. In consequence of a pro- 
viso to the ninth section of the act of 1847, all 
persons engaged in the war with Mexico were ex- 
cluded from the provisions of that act, who were 


| not actually marched to the seatof war. The act 


of the 28th of September, 1850, rather improved 
upon that. It required that all persons who were 
to receive the bounties of the act, should have been 
mustered into the service of the United States and 
performed actual, service. The effect of this pro- 
vision was to exclude the same classes of persons 
that were excluded by the last proviso of the act 


| of 1847. The Committee on Public Lands, who 


have had this subject under consideration, have 
now obviated the requirements of the act of 1850 


tion With the gentleman from Maine, and likewise || so far as to embrace the entire class of persons 
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enumerated in the amendment offered by the hon- 
orable Senator from Kentucky. It dispenses with 
actual service. ‘It dispenses with the requirement 
that the person should have been mustered into 
the services of the United States. - The result is, 
that the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Kentucky embraces every pe rson engaged in the 
different wars mentioned in the act of 1850, whose 
services inured to the benefit of the United States, 
without regard to the faet whether they were en- 
caged in the actual conthect of arms, or were mus- 
tered into the services of the United States, or 
were marched to the seat of war. 

So far as any policy is indicated in that amend- 
ment, I go further. The amendment of the hon- 
orable Senator from Kentucky contains nothing 
more than what is an equila ile adjustment of the 
rights and claims of every person engaged in the 
milltary service of the United States to the bounty 
of the Government. i 
diers who served in the Mexican war who come 
within the description of the amendment of the 
honorable Senator from Kent 
been excluded by a technical construction which 
was, as it was thou rht, benevol ntly placed upon 
the act of 1847. «Il mean that class of men—and 
there are many of them—who, though enlisted for 


But there was a class of sol- 


ucky, but who have 


the service—aithough they underwent privations 
which in other cases have entitled men to the 
rratitude and bounty of the Government, yet who 
were excluded by the operation of the proviso of 
the ninth section of the act of 1847, from the 
simple fact that they were not marched to the seat 
of war. It so happens that one half of one of the 
reciments of Missouri volunteers, who come with- 
in the description of the proviso of the act of 1847, 
have received their bounty. It was, to be sure, 
by a mistaken view of the operation of the act; 
but the error was not corrected untl one half of 
the regiment had received their bounty. The op- 
eration of the amendments which I have had the 
honor to offer, will be nothing more than to extend 
the same measire of justice to the remainder of 
that regiment which has already been accorded 
to one half of it by the action of the executive 
department. 

‘There is another reason why theseamendments 
of mine should be adopted. The act of 1847, in 
the proviso to which I have just alluded, hada 
retrospective as W ell as a prospec tive operation, 
It is no doubt in the recollection of all that at that 
time, during the prosecution of the war with Mex- 
ico, the policy of the Government had been sud- 
denly changed. The tactics of the war h id bee n 
revolutionized, and there had been adopted a more 
vigorous system for the prosecution of the war. 
The consequence was that the Government ex- 
erted all its energies for the purpose of calling 
out a sufficient force to conquer peace, in the lan- 
euage of thatday. It was thought necessary for 
that purpose to hold out temptations and induce- 
ments—a kind of premium, to men to enlist in 
the service of the United States. The conse- 
quence of this has been that those who enlisted 
after: the passage of the act of 1847, notwithstand- 
ing many of them were not marched to the seat 
ot war, have received the bounty of Government, 
whilst those who performed precisely the same 
character of services, and underwent the same pri- 
vations, but whose patriotism had induced them 
to offer their services at an early period of the war, 
when the Government was not offering bounties, 
have been excluded from the benefit of the provis- 
ions of that act. 

If this were now an original question, it might 
become necessary to resort to a very different kind 
of argument. It might be necessary to show. the 
policy and justice of this law. But we are ho 
longer holding forth temptations to men to enlist 
in our service. We are no more fulfilling faith 
pledged in the contracts of the Government.» But 
we are remunerating the services of soldiers en- 
gaged in ourlate wars. This is nothing butan act 
of gratuity—a mere bestowal of the bounty of the 
Government upon those who have earned its grat- 
itude. Whatever may have been the original pol- 
icy of these acts, the policy of the Government 
has now been changed. We are now proposing 
to extend bounties to men, and we are adjusting a 
sliding scale by which to measure the gratitude of 
the Government. I have shown that we have not 
yet accorded justice according to the equity of the 
case. 

The principle which I now ask to be sanctioned 
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by the adoption of my amendmentsin reference to 
the soldiers of the Mexican war, is the introduc- 
tion of no new principle. It has already been 
recognized in the amendment which the Senator 
from Kentucky has offered and which has been 
adopted. One half of one of the Missouri regi- 
ments have already obtained the very bounties 
which it is now proposed to extend to the other 
half, 
passage of the act of 1847, have, for the same 
class of services, received the bounty of the Gov- 
ernment, whilst those who enlisted previously have 
been unprovided for. It is necessary, therefore, 
to equalize and make uniform the bounty of the 
Government. For that purpose I have offered 
these amendments. 

Mr. BRADBURY. The language employed 
by the honorable Senator from Arkansas is ex- 
ceedingly indefinite. If the object of that amend- 
ment be to secure bounty land toa certain regi- 
ment of troops, or to a portion of a regiment, the 
other portion having already received the benefits 
of a former act, it will be very easy to specify in 
distinct terms the extent to which the Serlator de- 
sires that the amendment may reach. In other 
words, we can hardly understand the extent to 
which it may be construed to reach. It looks so 
indefinite that it may go much beyond the scope 
designed by the honorable Senator. If his object 
is to reach any particular regiment or class of men, 
he can say so in the amendment. I hope that af- 
ter the committee have matured the bill, and given 
attention to the language employed, we shall not 
hastily adopt an amendment of a character so ex- 
ceedingly general and indefinite. 

Mr. HAMLIN The original section, as was 
stated by the Senator from Kentucky, (Mr. Un- 
DERWOOD,] was drawn up by myself, and it was 
drawn after a consultation with the Pension Bu- 
reau. I believe the section was drawn up by my- 
self in that office; and it was to obviate precisely 
the objection to which the Senator from I anene 
has alluded. If he will look at the section as the 
committee have reported it, or amended it subse- 
quently, he will find that it will meet precisely the 
class of cases which he designs to meet, while the 
amendment which he desires to adopt will leave it 


somewhat ambiguous; for in all cases where the | 


Government has received and paid for services, 
the right to the warrant is recognized by the bill 
as reported. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would remark to m 


friend from Arkansas that there is in the fourth | 
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‘That the last proviso of the ninth section of the act of 


| the Lith of February, 1847, be, and the same is hereby, re- 
| pealed: Provided, That nothing herein contained shall 


authorize bounty lands to those who have heretofore re- 


| ceived or become entitled to the same.’’ 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


| of stating to the Senate, that the eflect of that pro- 


, ; | committee at all. 
All those soldiers who enlisted after the || 


viso in the bill of 1847 was not considered in the 
1 have read the proviso at the 
desk of my friend over the way, and that proviso 


| refuses to give bounty land to those soldiers who 
| enlisted in the Mexican war or who were called to 
fight in the Mexican war, unless they were marched 


to the scene of battle. Now, that was not con- 


| sidered in committee; and the only objection to 


| foresee. 


the repeal of that proviso is, that we may be doing 
something, the eflect of which we do not exactly 
It would seem equitable that those men 
should be paid who enlisted, and who remained at 


| home performing military service or in the garri- 
| son, and did not go tothe frontier. ‘The only objec- 


tion I have, then, to the amendment is, that it was 
not considered in committee, and we do not see 
precisely how far it may go, or why it was that 


| this proviso was originally inserted in the bill, that 


bounty lands should not be granted unless the 
soldiers actually marched to the frontier. I do 


_ngt know the reasons which influenced Congress 


| on that point. 


If these soldiers were otherwise 
entitled to bounty lands, 1 do not see why they 
should be prohibited from receiving them because 


| they remained at home or in the garrison. I 


would be willing to vote for the amendment unless 


| it should be thought that it would embarrass the 
| bill. 


| adopted. 


Mr. HAMLIN. Itseems to me that the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Arkansas should be 
The bill or amendment reported by the 
Sehator from Kentucky, embraces precisely the 


| spirit of the amendment offered by the Senator 


from Arkansas. By a technical construction of 


| the law, the Department did not allow bounty 
| lands to that class ef men who were not mustered 


| were excluded under that construction. 


into service under United States officers, and they 
The ori- 


| ginal law provided that they must be in the service 
| of the United States, and the Department deter- 


fined that, to come within the provision of that 


| law, they must have been technically mustered 


into service. Now, wehave reported a bill which 


| goes upon one principle, and draws the distinction 
| in another place, to wit: That where the soldiers 


section an expression to which I will call his at- 


tention. It is this: 


*Thatin all cases where the militia or volunteers or 
State troops of any State were called into the service of the 


| have been paid by the Government, it should be 
| assumed that the 
Government; and thatis the equitable place where | 


have been in the service of the 


| the bill draws the line, and where, in my humble 
| judgment, the distinction should be drawn; and 


United States, and whose services have been accepted and || 
said by the United States subsequent to the 18th of June, || 


812,” &e. 

Now, if the Senator from Arkansas will lay 
a stress upon the expression ‘* subsequent to the 
18th of June, 1812,’ 


does embrace all that his amendment calls for. I 


trust, therefore, that he will not insist upon his | 


amendment. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. As my amendment seems 


to alarm the Senator from Maine, and as he sup- 
poses that that amendment embraces a large and 


undefined additional class of persons, I will with- | . 
| and it was agreed to. 


draw my first amendment and content myself 
with the repeal of the provision of the act of 1847. 


The effect of that will be precisely to carry out | 


what the Senator from 
effect of this amendment. 


Maine considers as the 


The Senator from Kentucky will allow me to 


remind him that while the provision of the act of || : : ; : . : 
statute-book in relation to this subject, in which 


themeasure of compensation is established for those | 


1847 is in force, it excludes, as a class, all persons 
engaged in that war, and that the most proper 


way to do would be to construe these acts together. | 


Now, by simply repealing the proviso of the act 
of 1847, and withdrawing the amendment, which 
seems to meet with some dissatisfaction on my 
right, the object we are aiming at will be attained, 
which is not to disturb the description of the wars 
in which these soldiers were engaged, but to re- 
move an impediment which has hitherto existed in 


the way of carrying out what is supposed to be | 


the spirit of the law, and to place a very limited 


class of persons who. were engaged in the Mexi- | 


can war upon the same footing as those embraced 


in the amendment suggested by the Committee on | 
I therefore withdraw the first || 


Public Lands. 


|| the amendment. 


he will find that the’section || 


if this amendment of the Senator from Arkansas 
is adopted, it will only be carrying out in words, 
what this bill carries out in spirit. I shall vote for 


Mr. BRODHEAD. I should like to hear the 


proviso, which the Senator from Arkansas pro- '| which I desire to have repealed is as follows: 


| poses to repeal, read. 


The proviso was accordingly read, as follows: 


“* Provided, That nothing contained in this section shall {| 


be so construed as to give bounty lands to such volunteers 


| as were accepted into service and discharged, wjthout be- 
| ing marched to the seat of war.” 


| adoption of the amendment as reported by the | 


The question was then taken on the amendment, 
The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 


committee. 


Mr. HUNTER. 


not higher than it need be. I find a law on the 


| who enter the warrants given for bounty lands dur- 
| ing the Me«:can war. It seems to me probable that 


| that would be the best measure, and that it would | 


| be better tosubstitute that rule for the one proposed 


| a measure alread 


amendment, and submit to the Senate the latter || 


ane, which is— 


here. I throw the suggestion out for the consid- 
eration of the Senator from Kentucky. Here is 
establislied, providing the price 
to be paid for registering those land warrants: 


“ Beit enacted, &c., That for the services which may be | 


rendered after the passage of this act by the registers and 
receivers of the several land offices of the United States, 
in carrying Out the provisions of the ninth section of the 
actof the lith of February, 1847, entitled ‘ An act te raise 
for a limited time an additional military force, and for other 


purposes,’ they shall each be entitled to require from the | 


holders of warrants issued under that act for one hundred 
and sixty acres, the sum of fifty cents for each, and from 
the holders of warrants issued under the same law for forty 
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I rise for the purpose 


I rise to suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, whether this compensation is 


‘' Mr. WALKER. 
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acres, the sum of twenty-five cents for each 
pensation for their services: Provided, That in all cases 
where a warrant is located by and for the use of the 
| teer or soldier to whom such warrant may have meat 

services under the act aforesaid, nv compensation hen = 


charged either by the register or receiver for 
location.”? making such 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will state to 
from Virginia, that the committee very 
considered the subject, and came to the 
that fifty cents was not an adequate con 
they therefore enlarged the compensation, and 

_ the same time put in a limit, as you will perceive 
| that the compensation is not to exceed the ma ; 
imum allowed by law. It may not come y - 
| that. ho 
| Mr. HUNTER, What is that maximum: 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is three thousang 
dollars. The statements that came before the 
committee in our deliberations were, that jt gave 
more trouble to make these entries, and locate 
these military bounty lands, than to grant a cpr. 
tificate upon cash payments. It was stated that 
the labor was greatly enhanced, and that {ify 
cents was nota sufficient compensation. There. 
| fore we gave the compensation which is hers 
stated, and put a limit to it. The committe 
thought that a sufficient guard to secure the inter. 
est of the Government, at the same time that it 
would allow these officers a sufficient compen. 
sation. It was all thorough] considered in the 
committee, and I hope it will o allowed to stand 
as the committee have arranged it. 

Mr. WALKER, Ifthe amendment be adopted 
will it be in order to move to amend it? 

The PRESIDENT. It will not be in order to 

| move to amend it until itis reported to the Senate. 
| Mr. DOWNS. Ihave an amendment to offer 
to meet certain cases, for which I see the bill does 
not provide. At the last session of Congress there 
was a clause inserted in the civil and diplomatic 
appropriation bill, which [ certainly did not notice 
at the time, and which, perhaps, no member of 
the Senate noticed, which operates very inju- 
riously upon a certain class of holders of bounty 
land warrants. The effect of it is to exclude them 
from the application of such warrants in payment 
of their preémption, even where they are the 
original holders of the warrants. It is operating 
with very great injustice, as I know. I have 
known cases where the original holders could not 
enter upon land on which they resided, in conse- 
quence of this proviso. I wish therefore to offer 
| an amendment, which is, merely to repeal this 
restriction, so as to leave the law as it was before 
the adoption of this proviso, and allow them to 
locate on lands which they have settled upon, on 
payment of their preémption. It certainly is an 
act of great injustice, to say that the homestead 
on which they have made many improvements 
| may be taken from them, with the bounty land 
| warrant in their hands, and that they cannot 
locate upon their own homestead. The proviso 


» 48 full 


my friend 
thoroughly 
conclusion 
APeNsation: 


‘* Provided, That no land bounty for military service 
granted by the act of twenty-eighth September, one thousand 
eight hundred and fifty, entitled ‘ An act granting bounty 
land to certain officers and soldiers who have been engaged 
in the military service of the United States, or by virtue of 
any other act of Congress heretofore passed, granting land 


', bounties for military services shall be satisfied out of any 


public land not heretofore brought into market, and now 
subject to entry at private sale under existing laws.’ ” 

Now the only object of that proviso is, not to 
allow the old soldiers, who hold these bounty land 
warrants, to enter this preémption before the land 
is subject to public sale; to let it stand and come 

into competition with other lands. I hope it will 
be repealed, and for that purpose I offer the follow- 
ing amendment: 

Provided, That the proviso in the civil and diplomatic 
appropriation bill of the year 1850, which restricts the |o- 
cation of bounty land warrants not heretofore brought into 
market, and now subject to entry at private sale under ex- 
isting laws, be, and the same is hereby repealed. 

That will leave it just as it was before. I would 
say that the objection which is made, is not valid, 
in my opinion. If I understand it rightly, the 
land warrants were not assigned for the payment 
of the preémption; but while held by the original 
holders they could be so received. Thatgvas the 
law before this amendment was made. If gentle- 

men wish to-make it more specific, 1 am willing 
that it should be limited to the holders or their 

' heirs; but I wish that the holders themselves may 
have the right to enter their preémption with these 
bounty land warrants. ; 

I would not have the’ least 
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sbjection to the amendment offered by the Senator 


from Louisiana, if it were to have only such an | 


ject as he intends or has expressed himself as in- 
vending. Ifhe will draw up an amendment which 


will give to the preémptor the right to hold the | 


land on which he has settled, I will go with him. 


Bat I can tell the Senator what will be the effect | 


of his amendment. He will find that these land 


warrants Will be held in large numbers by persons |} 


in anticipation of some new tract of country for 
which we have just paid the éndians, being opened 
for sale; and as soon as itis in market you will 


have then®coming in with their warrants to take 


up the whole of it, and thus prevent the Govern- | 


ment from selling a single dollar’s worth for mon- 
ey. Lam in favor of such an amendment as the 
Senator appears to intend—that Is, to give to the 
reemptor the right to obtain his title to his land 
by this depreciated paper currency, as well as to 
enable others to get it away from him. 


the Senator, has referred isas he has described it, 
it is only consistent with the whole system. The 
design is not to facilitate settlements, or to aid 
those who are disposed to settle to make a loca- 
tion. That is not the object; and if there were an 
express proviso in the law declaring that no settler 
should have his title by a land warrant, it would 
be in perfect keeping with the whole system. The 
effect of this amendment would only be to enable 
speculators to buy up these warrants, and the 
Senator from Louisiana indicates the most unso- 
phisticated innocence if he supposes it would have 
any other effect. ‘The whole object of the bounty 
land system is the very contrary of what the Sen- 
ator would seem to suppose it. It is not to give 
the land to the settler, but to the speculator. If 
the Senator from Louisiana saw this matter in its 


proper light, he would see that the provision of | 


the bill to which he has referred is perfectly con- 
sistent with the whole system, and that Senators 
would be acting very inconsistly if they sought 
for its repeal. 


Mr. DOWNS. The Senator from Wisconsin | 


has attributed to me a good deal of ‘‘unsophisti- 
cated innocence,’’ [laughter.} There is very little 


doubt that I am not more innocently unsophisti- | 


cated than himself. There might, indeed, have 
been some doubt on that point until the gentleman 
replied to the proposition which I made, and that 
was that the practice of the land office before this 
provision was passed was to prevent all the evil 
which the gentleman preaches so strongly against, 


because, as I stated before, they did not allow the | 


assigned warrants to be located in payment of pre- 
emption except in the hands of the original owners. 
Itis not because I wished to make any change in 
the law as it formerly existed that I have intro- 
duced this amendment. I am not aware of any 
complaint of the practice under that law, but it is 


because I have found in my communication with || 
my constituents the actual holder of these bounty | 


lands in danger of having his preémption taken 


from him unless he could prove it up before public || 
sale. I repeat again, that my only object is to | 


restore the law as it was before, and I do not care 
whether these transferred warrants can be located 
on preémptions or not. 
was not so ‘‘unsophisticated ’’ as the gentleman 
from Wisconsin seems to suppose, I could readily 
show how the assignment of land warrants could 
benefit other men as well as speculators. I un- 
derstand that the gentleman is a great advocate 
for homesteads and homestead exenfptions, and 
for giving the public lands to actual settlers. Now 
it may appear to him very ‘‘unsophisticated,’’ 
but it does not to me, that if you fix the law so 


that a settler can get land ata little less than the | 


Government price and secure his settlement upon 
it, it might, peradventure, operate not altogether in 
favor of the speculator alone, but in favor of those 
very settlers whom the gentleman has made such 


noise about. You wish to give the settlers their || 


rights; and when we wish to make these warrants 


assignable when we know they will be sold under | 


fer the cry is raised that they are to go into the 
ands of _the speculators. *‘*Oh, no,’’ the gentle- 
man replies, ‘that is not my thunder; that is not 
my scheme; and therefore it is very unsophisti- 
caled to suppose it.’ 

I go for facilitating, in every possible and | 
manner, the entry of their preémption rights by 

€ settlers; and when I see that these warrants 
may be sold under par, and that the settler may 


Now, if | 
the operation of the proviso in the act to which | 


No, Mr. President, if I | 








| before us. 


but as that provision did the evil, I thought the 
most effectual way was to eradicate it; and | think 


so yet. 


Senator. 


| be enabled to get his one hundred and sixty acres 
of land for less than he would by the payment of 
cash—and | know that the original holders of the || 
| warrants can do it—I am in favor, and.if 1 had 
the office of an agent myself, I would: be in fayor 
of the free payment of these warrants: 
the gentleman oppose the assignability? Does not | 
the original law say that they may be assigned ? 
But the question of their assignability is not now 


Mr. WALKER. 
my manner should have led the honorable Senator 
from Louisiana to suppose that | meant to speak 
disrespectfully of him in the least; nor do | know 
by his words that he deems me as speaking dis- | 
respectfully, but | judge so from his manner only. 
Now, I said to him and to the Senate, that I was 
with him in his amendment, provided that this 
bill making land warrants assignable was to pass. | 
| And while [am with him in that amendment if | 

the bill is to pass, | want the preémptor to be on 
ran equal footing with the speculator. 
am with him; and what I meant, in speaking of 
his innocence in regard to this whole system, was 
intended as acompliment; for I intended to excuse 
him, as one of those who were not guilty of the | 
scheme which thus favors the speculators. 


Mr. DOWNS. 
Mr. WALKER. 


I do believe that if there be a man who is really 
innocent of any design to aid the speculators, the | 
honorable Senator from Louisiana is the one, for | 
I have never seen him operating in any way to | 
favor them. 
upon the system of issuing land warrants at all, 
and not upon the Senator from Louisiana. 
| state again that my reason for favoring his amend- 
ment is, that the preémptor may be on an equal 
footing with the speculator if this bill shall pass. 
| The Senator is right. 
will cut out the preémptor, and will not allow 
| him to get lands for $1 25 per acre, while the 
speculators will get them under this depreciating 
system for less than half that sum. 
to the Senator, that he should offer an amendment 
»roviding that this provision of the appropriation 
Pill of the last Congress shall not extend to persons 
who desire to have secure titles to land on pre- 
/emption. I think the Senator may thus siecodnetieh 
his object, and secure an end which is desirable. 


Mr. GWIN. 

















But does | 


I am not particular about the form, 


[ am really very sorry that 


Hence | 


I did not so understand the | 


It is what I really meant, and 


I meant what I said asa sort of satire 


I will 


The bill in its present form 


I will suggest 





Although the amendment of the 


| Senator from Louisiana may not be exactly in 
form, certainly the principle contained in it ought 


to be adopted. 
diplomatic bill be not repealed, there is nota single 
citizen of California who can get any bounty land, 
vecause there is not a foot of land surveyed there 
upon which a location could be made. 


If that provision in the civil and 


[ presume 


there is not a State in the Union in which there 


rights ? 


|| sale. 


|| Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


are more persons entitled to land warrants than in 
California. 

| living there. 
unless the provision of the civil and diplomatic bill 
| be repealed. 
Mr. ATCHISON. 
| which I think will meet the object of the Senator 
| from Louisiana. 
object is this: That a person entitled to a pre- 
emption right, shall have the privilege of paying 
| for the preémption right to one hundred and sixty 
| acres or eighty acres, as the case may be, with a 
land warrant. 
terms? Why 
shall be receivable at the different land offices in 
i the United States, in payment for 


Citizens who were in the last war, are 
They cannot get any land there 


L hope it will be repealed. 
I will make a suggestion 


If | understand the Senator, his 


Why not say so at once in direct 
not say that these land warrants 


reémption 


By doing that you will get through the 
| difficulties suggested by the Senators from Wis- 
consin and California, for most assuredly the ef- 
fect would be to allow the location of land war- 
rants. If thisamendment be adopted in its present 
terms, it will open all the public lands to these 
‘land warrants, whether they have or have not 
| been offered heretofore by the Government for 


I will read an amend- 


|| ment which I have prepared in consequence of the 
|| suggestion of the Senator from Louisiana, to see 





| whether it will not reconcile all the difficulties. I 
concur with the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. 
| Avcurson,} that it would not do toopen the whole 


a 
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got 


of the public lands to these land warrants, all over 


the country in every direction. 
| asked. 
| as has been maintained by the Senator from Ws- 
consin, (Mr. Warker,] it would gives 
an opportunity of withholding the location of the 
| Warrants with the view of entering not only into 
| lands which are now open but which may here- 
| after be opened. J am not willing to open the 
| public lands thus. 
| policy. 


assignee. 
ment and offer this. 


Why not? Lam 


Because, if speculation will be carried on, 


ulators 


I do not think it would be good 
jut I am willing, according to the sug- 


grestion of the Senator from Louisiana, to allow the 
preémptioner to pay for his lands in these war- 
rants, and with that view | have prepared in haste 
the following amendment. 
used. 


If acceptable it can be 
It is to make an additional section: 
Be it further enacted, That it shall be lawful for any as 


signee of any land warrant, who is entitled to preémption, 
to pay for such preémption in whole or part with the war- 
rant or warrants he or she may held as assignee, anything 
in a former law to the contrary notwithstanding 


Mr. DOWNS. That would meet the object, 


with the exception that there ,is an omission in it, 
It gives the assignee power to pay with the war- 
rant, but does not give the original holder that 
power. 
fore assignee, it would meet the purpose. 


By inserting the words * holder or” be- 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Make it **warrantee or 


” 
assignee,’’ then. 


Mr. DOWNS. 


Sut I have drawn up an amend- 


ment, in accordance with the suggestion of the 
Senator from Missouri, which | think covers the 
whole point. 
first section: 


It may come in as a proviso to the 


Provided, That any actuat settler entitled to preémption 


may enter his preemption or any part thereof with said land 
warrants. 


That confines it either to the original holder or 
I therefore withdraw my other amend- 


Mr. FELCH. 


It seems to me that it would be 


better, in carrying out the object the Senator has 
in view, to provide that any land warrant might 


| be used in paying for any land subject to preémp- 


tion, at the rate of $1 25 per acre, for the preémp- 
tion right may attach itself to different sub-divis- 
ions, and then there will manifestly be a difficulty. 


| If it is less, the balance of the warrant cannot, 
| under the present law, be located elsewhere. I 
| would suggest to the Senator from Lousiana to 
| put his amendment in that shape, that in paying 


rovision referred to. 
Siaatier from Louisiana wishes to obviate, does 
not arise from the provision which it was proposed 
by his first amendment to repeal. 
other laws altogether. 
from the law giving preémption right, which re- 


for any land to which a person has a preémption 
right, he shail be at liberty to use any warrant he 
may have, at the rate of $1 25 per acre. 


I will say one word in reference to the other 
The difficulty which the 


It arises from 
In the first place, it arises 


| quires a person having such aright to pay in 


} 
} 








private entr 


money for his land in a specific time; and then 
from the bounty land law, which specifies the Jand 
upon which the location shall be made; so that 
| the repeal of the provision referred to would not 
effect his object. 
it would leave the proviso, which it is proposed to 
| repeal, standing as it does now. 
to the Senator to adopt the following, in place of 
| his amendment: 


If the amendment werendopted, 


| would suggest 


Provided, That any person entitled to preémption right 


| to any land, shall be entitled to use any such land warrant 
in payment for the same, at the rate of $1 25 per acre for the 
quantity of land therein specified. 


Mr. DOWNS. I will accept that. 
Mr. GWIN. Suppose one of the holders of 


these warrants is not entitled to preémption, can 
he locate his land under that proviso? 


The PRESIDENT. Upon any land sabjectto 


> 


Mr. GW in. Is that ali? That cuts off ave 


large class of persons Who are entitled to their 
warrants, but are in sections of country where 
there are no lands subject to private entry. There 
is not an acre on the Pacific coast subject to pri- 
vate entry, and will not be for years. 


The amendment to the amendment was adopted. 
Mr. DODGE, of lowa. I offer an amendment, 


to come im at the latter part of the bill: 


Sec.—. Jind be it further énacted, That if any officer 


or soldier, entitled under the act of September 28, 1850, 
shall have died sinee the passage of said act, the right ac- 
eruing under said acts to said officer or soldier shall sur- 
vive to his heir or heirs at law, auything in said act to the 
contrary notwithstanding. 
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Mr. FELCH. I would inquire what particular 
ense that is-intended to meet? What effect, in 


that regard, the laws now existing have? 
I will insert in the amendment 
the words ‘‘ or of 


Mr. DODGE, 
afier ‘* September 28, 1850,”’ 
this act.”’ 

Mr. HUNTER. 


not pass. 


I hope this amendment will 
I fear that we are overloading the ori- 
ginal bill with amendments, and are exposing it 
to hazard in sending it back to the other House. 
This amendment proposes to alter the principle of 
the original bill—— 

Mr. DODGE. I will relieve my friend by 
withdrawing the amendment. It is one in which 
] have not much interest. 

Mr. DAWSON. I have not proposed any 
amendment to this joint resolution; but I suggest 
to the friends of this measure—and I profess to 
be one—an amendment which I think is neces- 
wary for the protection of the Government. Under 
the law granting bounty lands to, soldiers who 
served in the Mexican war, the power of transfer 
was given. It has often been the case that fraud- 
ulent applications have been made to the Pension 
Office, and evidence so strong been produced that 
warrants have been issued to the persons present- 
ing them. I have understood that in one case, 
five different warrants have been issued for one 
service. These warrants have all gone into the 
hands of innocent purchasers, transferees, with- 
out any knowledge on their part of the fraud com- 
mitted on the Government. On principles of equity 
the Government is bound to carry out the contract 
and issue a patent to each holder of the four fraud- 
ulent applications. 

Now, can no plan be adopted by which the 
Government can be protected from this kind of 
imposition? A warrant is issued. It is trans- 
ferable. A gets it to-day, and transfers it to’ B to- 
morrow, without any knowledge on the part of 
B that it is fraudulent. Bb applies for a patent. It 
is granted to him. How are we to investigate 
this? Can any amendment be offered to this joint 
resolution, in order to relieve it from these conse- 
quences? If it cannot be done, you see at once 
that the Government is in a position in which it 
is liable to be defrauded. 

t have a case of the kind of which I have spoken 
in my mind now. A man by the name of King, 
of the State of Georgia, enlisted in the service 
during the Mexican war. He died at Sullivan’s 
Island, in South Carolina. Immediately after the 
passage of the law authorizing bounty lands to 
be given, two females in the city of New Orleans 
applied, as the surviving sisters of this man, fora 
warrant, and the papers were made out and sub- 
mitted to the office here. A warrant was issued. 
It was transferred to a gentleman, I believe a son- 
in-law of a Senator upon this floor, innocently, 
and he got a patent. Iam now applying in the 
name of the true representatives of the person that 
died. I shall get a patent for them, and thusthere 
will be two for the same service. I make these 
suggestions; and if any gentleman, who has been 
looking into this matter, can form an amendment 
by which the Government can be protected, I shall 
vote for it. For my part, I can at present see no 
way to avoid the difficulty. 

Mr. HUNTER. If I understand the difficulty 
to which the Senator from Georgia refers, it is 
this: two persons claim to be the real assignees of 
the warrant. A patent issues to each of them. Is 
that the difficulty ? 

Mr. DAWSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HUNTER. It seems to me that it would 
effect the Senator’s object if it was provided that 
no patent should issue except to the last assignee 
whose name was upon the face of the warrant. 
The warrant then would show to whom the pat- 
ent ought to issue, and the Government would not 
have to look into the question of the ownership of 
ihe warrant. 

Mr. DAWSON. That is not the point. It is 
this: Pergons fraudulently representing themselves 
to be the next of kin of a deceased officer or sol- 
dier, impose upon the Government testimony 
which goes to establish that facet. A warrant is- 
sues, and is immediately transferred to an inno- 
cent purchaser. The innocent purchaser will be 
protected, and a patent will have to issue under 
the warrant thus fraudently obtained; and yet the 
rightful person will apply and he will get a proper 
warrant, and thereby there will be two patents for 
the same service. 
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Mr. HUNTER. The only remedy for that is 


to punish the man who applies fraudulently; and | 


that remedy ought to be provided for in another 
act, not in this. 

Mr. DAWSON. That would not get the land 
back to the Government. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. This is purely a legal 
question, and | rise for the purpose of making a 
few suggestions in response to my friend from 
Georgia, [Mr. Dawson.} In all cases of assign- 
ment, the general principle is, that the assignee 
stands precisely in the same condition with the 
assignor. 
ence to these Jand warrants, the assignee will oc- 
cupy no better condition than the person who 
fraudulently obtained the warrant. If the Gov- 
ernment, therefore, discovers the fraud before it 
makes the grant, it can suspend the issuing of the 
grant, because it has the same equity against an 
assignee that it has against a fraudulent holder of 
a warrant. In that case, the Government would 
withhold the grant of the patent, and refuse to al- 
low this fraudulent warrant to be carried into a 
grant. That is one remedy. 
~ The difficulty would arise in this way. Before 
making any discovery of the fraud the warrant 
may be located, and a patent may then issue. If 
the patent issues, and the Government thereby 
parts with its title, the title is passed into the hands 
of an innocent holder by that transfer. But how 
are you to get clear of that fraud? ‘The innocent 
holder will say if you attempt to deprive him of 
his land, that it is your own fault to have brought 
this title into market whereby it came into his 
hands innocently, and that he should not be the 
loser by it. ‘The question is, can you have any 
remedy for that state of the case? You have but 
ofie remedy, and the question is, would it be politic 
to apply it? What is the remedy? There is but 
one, and that is to declare that all grants and all 
warrants issued in fraud of these acts shall be void. 
You cannot reach it any other way than by de- 
claring, that whenever a warrant is issued in fraud 


of the law, that the warrant and all subsequent | 


steps taken to perfect it and every subsequent act 
are wholly and utterly void* by law, and passes 
no title from the Government to the fraudulent 
holder of the claim. That would be a complete 


remedy if a proposition of this sort should be | 


offered and adopted. 


But then the question is, would it be politic to | 


apply that remedy? Would it be proper to pro- 
vide by law that the patents which issue upon 
those warrants shall be void? If that is done, it 
will embarrass to a very considerable extent the 
sale of this property in the market; and you are 
making these land warrants assignable with a view 
of benefiting the old soldier. 
such a remedy as that, the purchaser of the war- 
rant willsay to the soldier, I can give you so much 
for it, and no more, because I am not sure but 
that half a dozen other warrants have been issued 
before this, fraudulently, for this identical service. 
; When a tract of land patented is offered to be 


sold, the speculator and the purchaser will say to | 


the seller, | can only offer you so much for it, be- 
cause I have to risk the fact whether half a dozen 

| other patents have not been founded on this same 
service, 
fraudulent. By an attempt to prescribe a remedy 
in a case of the kind, you embarrass all the titles 
and all the tracts, and produce the state of things 
which I have anticipated. 


There is no difficulty about this thing if the offi- | 
cers of the Government will only do their duty. | 
And I am sorry to say that from an investigation || 


at the Pension Office where these land warrants 
are granted, that there are not those alphabets kept 


which are necessary in order to prevent these frauds | 


being practised upon the Government. _ There 
ought to be an alphabet kept and arranged in’such 
a way that whenever an application is made to 


obtain a warrant, it would be within the power of || 
the officers of the Pension Bureau to turn directly 


to the record and ascertain whether a warrant has 
been issued before for that identical claim. 


I am sorry to say that I believe this is not the 


fact; I have had occasion to inquire into matters 
of this sort, and it is almost impossible to get that 
direct information which would be easily obtained 
if these alphabets were kept in such manner as to 


| obtain at once the fullinformation which ought to | 


i} be had. 


| Sir, [am inclined to think that we had better | 
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| 7 
let things go on as they are, and make thes 


lf that principle is carried out in refer- 


. tive offices, and the books in those offices, exay 


When you adopt , 


five out of which half dozen must be | 
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warrants assignable without making a ae lang 
in this bill to cover the fraudulent cases W hich 
friend from Georgia supposes may exist TT 
there will be frauds practised on the Govern Rat 
to some extent, we may well imagine from os 
has already taken place. If the officers of u., 
Government would keep such an alphabet as - 
to which I have alluded, and would look into om 
before multiplying warrants, then there eam 
never be two warrants issued upon rea 
claim. 

Mr. BELL. You would have toe issue th 
rightful one whenever it was claimed, " 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It may be as my friend 
says, that you would have to issue the rightfy! 
warrant whenever it was claimed, but it would be 
done upon full deliberation, and in that wa 
would find that you had issued one 
fraudulently, and there would not be more than 
two issued. But in the case which my honorable 
friend from Georgia puts, there may be half : 
dozen, and perhaps a dozen, fraudulent Warrants 
issued, unless officers of the Government wil] work 
in the way I have mentioned. I have had occasion 
before this, to remark that I considered jt to be the 
absolute duty of Congress to have all the eXeey. 


the same 


Y you 
Warrant 


ined from beginning to end, in order that we might 
know how the executive departments conduc 
their business and keep their odie. We could 
then see what frauds were permitted. I do not 
know that this has ever been done. It has not 
been done since I have been a member of Congress, 
I do not know that it has been done since the 
foundation of the Government to this day, but] 
believe that there is not a State Legislature in the 
United States that does not do the same thing ap. 
nually. 

I have thrown out these remarks by way of 
answer to the suggestions of the honorable Senator 
from Georgia. 1 do not see that there can be any 
remedy, unless you will provide, as I have sug- 
gested, that everything that does issue without 
sufficient legal warrant shall be void. That would 
reach the case, but the question is, whether jit 
would not be impolitic. 

The PRESIDENT. No amendment has been 
proposed by the Senator from Georzia. 

Mr. DAWSON. None atall. I would have 
proposed an amendment, such as is suggested by 
the honorable Senator from Kentucky, but for the 
fact that [ thought it would depreciate the valueof 
the warrants in the market, and thereby injure the 
old soldier, whereas it is the object of the bill to 
benefit him. 

Mr. DAVIS. 1am inclined to think that this 
difficulty may be met in two ways. It may be 
met by declaring that a warrant issued on fraud- 
ulent evidence shall be void. That might en- 
barrass some people it is true; but if this is net 
done there will be an innocent holder of every 
fraudulent warrant that is issued, and you can 
never reinstate yourself. But if there be one or 
more fraudulent warrants issued in the name of an 
individual, you will have to issue the true war 
rant after all. Now, | apprehend that if you go 
a little behind this, there must be some defect in 
the proceedings. I regret that the honorable Sen- 
ator from Georgia did not tell us by what kind of 
evidence this heirship of which he spoke was es 
tablished, The falsity of this thing lies in a per 


| son’s coming forward and pretending to be helt 


to a soldi@ when he is not an heir, and establish- 


| ing that fact by evidence satisfactory to the bureau. 


Supppose,now, that you should require that who- 


| ever undertakes to establish heirship, shall esta 


lish it in the locality by evidence before a judge, 
and that that judge shall place the seal of the court 
to it, how is it then to be fabricated ? There 1s 00 
difficulty in requiring that information atall. How, 
then, is it to be fabricated? Why a man may 
forge the seal of the court. But that interposes 


| another difficulty, for there is a severe punishment 
| annexed tothat crime. I apprehend that by some 


such provision as that, either adopted voluntarily 
in the bureau, or if not adopted ees _ com- 
pulsory by law, would put a stop to fraudulent 
pretensions of this sort. It would not, under such 
circumstances, be a very easy thing for a person 


| falsely claiming to be heir to establish that fact be 
| fore a judge in the vicinity who, upon satisfactory 


evidence, should put his seal of office to the test 
mony. J do not see a great deal of difficulty in ™- 
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yt seems to me an amendment might be easily | 
fawn up which would meet the case. : i 
‘The substitute reported by the Committee on 
public Lands as amended was agreed to. | 
The bill was then reported to the Senate, as | 
mended in Committee of the Whole. 
The PRESIDENT stated the question to be on | 
eoncurring with the amendment made in Commit- | 
we of the Whole. ; 

Mr. WALKER. I suppose this would be the 
proper time to. offer an amendment tothe amend- 


ant ? . 
mthe PRESIDENT. It is now open to amend- 

Pll. 
= aap. WALKER. Before the amendment of the 
committee is adopted by the Senate, I have some | 
amendments which I[ propose to offer. I look 
yoon this measure as being effectually an aban- 
jonment of our present land system, but at the 
came time, Seeing it to be evidently the determi- 
nation of the Senate to pass it, I wish to offer my 
amendments, and shall simply ask of the Senate 
to give me a vecorded vote on them, by yeas and 
nays. The first amendment which | propose to 
offer is to insert after section 2, as section 3 of the 
amendment reported by the committee, the fol- 
Jowing: 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted; That where any per- 
son, being a citizen of the United States, or having declared 
pis or her intention to become such according to existing 
jaws, and being of the age oi twenty-one years or upwards, 
or the head of a family, shall settle upon any of the public 
jands of the United States not reserved for forts, arsenals, 
dock-vards, navy-yards, or other needful buildings or spe 
cial purposes, or appropriated for other special uses, except 
such as are known to contain mines of the precious or 
gross metals, or precious stones, and shall reside upon and 
cultivate the same, or a part thereof, for the term of five 
years, such person shall be allowed to enter, without charge, 
in legal subdivisions, at the proper land office, the land so 
settied upon and oecupied not exceeding in quantity a quar 
ter section, or one hundred and sixty acres, the said settle- 
ment and occupancy to be manifested and proved according 
to such regulations as shall be adopted And promulgated by 
the Secretary of the Interior: Provided, ‘That when the 
settler shall not be a citizen of the United States, but shall 
have declared his intention only as aforesaid, he or she 
shal! not be allowed to make the entry aforesaid until he or 
she shall have perfected his or her naturalization according 
to the laws of the United States. 

Mr. President, the proposition which I have 
offered does not fully embrace my views in regard 
to the disposition which should be made of the 
public lands. I have heretofore submitted a prop- 
osition which I believed to be the correct one; and 
I have heretofore had hope of a favorable vote of 
the Senate upon it. They have, however, as often 
as they have voted upon it, voted it down. This 
amendment is going to some extent in conformity 
with my own individual view, but not to the whole 
extent. It will be perceived that this is but simply 
a proposition to grant to five years’ actual settlers 
one hundred and sixty acres of the public lands 
without charge. It is a proposition which has 
been heretofore submitted to the Senate in the 
form of an original bill. I remember that the 
Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Doveras,} in the last 
Congress, offered a proposition of the kind. Mr. 
Webster, formerly a Senator from Massachusetts, 
when in this body, offered a resolution embracing 
aproposition of this kind. There was no final 
vote taken upon either of those propositions. I 
now bring forward this proposition; and I offer it 
hot m competition with this bill for the assigna- 
bility of land warrants, but as additional thereto. 

The proposition under consideration, as reported 
by the committee, is not, it is trae, one which pro- 
poses to grant land warrants, but one Which pro- 
poses to make them assignable. However, it does 
propose to authorize the issue of land warrants to 
& certain class of soldiers, who have heretofore 
not been entitled to them. I think it but fair, but 
just, and but in keeping with the correct policy of 


the country, that if this class of individuals is to | 


be permitted to have the public lands gratuitously, 


he who oceupies the soil, who cultivates it, who | 


contributes to the wealth of the country by the 
payment of taxes, should also be permitted to re- 


ceive lands gratuitously. But I shall make no || 


extended speech on this subject. I shall make no 
‘rgument in advocacy of it. It is a proposition 
upon which every Senator must have long re- 
flected; and the mind of every one is probably 
made up in regard to it. I will merely ask that 


© vote upon this amendment be taken by yeas | 


and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. BORLAND. Before the vote is taken, I 
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ire to say that I have no objection to the prop- 
on contained in this amendment, and as a 
separate proposition I think I should «vote for it, 
but as an amendment to this billd shallvote against 
it; because I think it is presenting a new question, 
and one which must deteat the passage of the bills 
I am very anxious that the bill, in its.present form, 
should pass. For that rea@n I shall vote against 
thé amendment; but I will say to the Senator, that 






|| as a separate proposition | should be favorably 


disposed towards it. 

Mr. FELCH. I merely wish to remark, that 
this proposition involves a question of very great 
magnitude, and one which was discussed at some 
length at the last session of Congress. ‘The prop- 
osition contained in this amendment, if | under- 
stand it correctly, goes further than any of the 
propositions which have been heretofore submitted 
for the attainment of the object of the Senator 
from Wisconsin. Most of the other propositions 
have provided for some compensation to the Gen- 
eral Government for the amount expended by the 
General Government in procuring the title to the 
public domain. According to the statistical accounts 
upon that subject, if I recollect rightly, the cost of 
the public domain to the General Government is 
something like twenty-two cents per acre. ‘These 
expenditures are constantly going on. ‘That is, 
we are constantly proceeding with the surveys of 
the public lands. We are constantly keeping up 
a system of administering the public lands—iand 
offices, surveyor’s offices, &c., so that these ex- 
penditures are constantly accumulating. Former 
propositions proposed to remunerate the Govern- 
ment to a certain extent—some to a greater and 
some to a less extent for these expenditures. This 
proposition, however, abandons that entirely, and 
provides simply for granting a portion of the pub- 
lic domain to every person who shall settle upon 
it without any compensation therefor. The other 
bills always provided for carrying out the details 
of the new system. If I understand the reading 
of the amendment correctly, we are to require that 
there shall be five years’ occupancy before any title 
can be acquired by the settler. It is perfectly ob- 
vious if we are to provide for a system of that kind, 
we need further legislation upon that subject. 

The Senator from Wisconsin proposes the adop- 
tion of anew and complicated system. When I 
say he proposes a new system, | do not mean by 
that that we have never had any Jaws which re- 
quired a settlement of the lands before certain 
rights were acquired; but [ mean new as applied 
to the general distribution of the public domain— 
a great and important interest as every man must 
see; and so it has ever been regarded. ‘The little 
experience which we have had in this matter, is 
that which relates to Florida—to the armed occu- 
pation of Florida, as it was ealled. We required 
a settlement for a certain length of time to acquire 
certain rights. The legislation upon that subject 
is most instructive. From the time we passed a 
law giving certain rights of this description, and 
providing for a certain manner of proof t6 show 
a compliance with the law, almost up to the present 
time, there has never been a session of Congress in 
which there has not been more or less legislation 
on that subject. ] cite this for the purpose ot 
showing that this amendment involves grave and 
important questions. 

If it is the will of the Senate, and of Congress, 
and of the country tg change the administration 
of the public lands, let us never forget that we are 
dealing with a great and momentous question; 
and that there is connected with it, and must be 
connected with it, a vast machinery, so compli- 
cated, that unless our legislation upon the subject 
shall be carefully matured, unless we shal lhave re- 
course to the lights of experience upon the sub- 
ject, unless we resort to a careful observation of 
the results of what we have done, we shall never 
be able to adopt such a system as will accomplish 
the objects of those who desire to see it carried 
into effect. 

Sir, l have my own views in regard to the ad- 
| ministration of the public domain; and whatever 
| others may think of it, 1 cannot regard it in any 
|| other light than as a great and momentous ques- 
|| tion. For my own part, though I am ready to 
|| take up and examine ii—and I desire to examine it 
|| in a view of liberality and with a WiBh to afford 
| every facility for the nr settlement of the pub- 
| lic domain which can be afforded—yet I certainly 

shall regret to see any hasty legislation on the 
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subject. Before a proposition of this kind should 
be adopted, I would wish again to express my 
views in regard to it. If they are modified by 
experience, very well. If they are the same as 
they Were last year, very W ell. Othergentlemen, 
L know, stand in the same position. Sd to dis- 
pose of the matter by an amendment offered to a 
bill, to the subject-matter of which it has no rela- 
tion, and to dispose of it by a silent vote in this 
manner, it seems to me would be asking almost 
too much. Of course, I am prepared to cast my 
vote on the subject, if that vote must be cast, But 
if we are to think of the subject maturely; if we 
are to act upon it, | think it would be better to 
take it up in a separate bill, and to act upon it by 
itself, and let it receive the investigation which it 
deserves—a full consideration by the Senate. I 
hope we shall not dispose of the subject in thie 
summary manner. I shall net be in favor of add- 
ing it to this bill, nor sheuld | be in favor of it if 
I agreed in the propriety of the proposition to the 
fullestextent. I wish to see the details of the new 
system. . 

'Mr. BADGER. There is great force and wia- 
dom in the observations of the honorable Senator 
from Michigan, who has just taken hisseat. We 


lieating this measure with a great 


seem to be comp 
variety of things which have no connection what- 
ever with the main scope and purpose of the bill, 
The object of the tll is to make these land war- 
rants issignable , 80 as to put them upon the same 
footing with all other property in this country, 
That is to say, at the disposal of the owner. a] 
have always been in favor of that object; and for 
one lL am indisposed to add any proposition to the 
bill which shall not have some reasonable connec- 
tion with its main object and purpose. 

But I confess that so many amendments, and 
amendments to amendments, have been proposed , 
that I, for one, am incapable of understanding the 
operation and eflect they are to have upon our 
reneral land system to which the honorable Sena 
itor from Michigan has referred. I hone, there- 
fore, that this amendment may he allowed to be 
printed, and that the Senate will adjourn. | move 

that the amendments be printed. 

Mr. BORLAND. I would suggest that the bill 
as amended, with the proposed amendments, be 
printed. ; ' 


Mr. BADGER. 


make that motion. 


I adopt the suggestion and 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FELCH. I understood the Senator from 

| Wisconsin to suggest that there were some other 

amendments which he wished to offer to the bill. 

I would suggest that he had better submit them all 
informally, and Jet them be printed. 

By unanimous consent the amendments were 
ordered to be printed, 

| And then the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 19, 1852 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 

Prayer by the Rev. L. F. Moneay. 

The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 

The SPEAKER stated that the first business 
in order was the motion made upon Monday last 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Auns- 
SON, ] to suspend the rules to enable him to offer 
the following resolution: 


Whereas the Superintendent of the Census has published 

in the Globe of January Ist, 1859—a clear and condensed 
report of the Census, containing a large amount of valuable 
information : 

And whereas that information, now desired Dy the peo 
ple, cannot be had,in the ordinary course of printing, tora 
long time to come, and then iu limited and very inads quate 
quantities ; therefore 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed 
to order 100,000 copies of that report for the use of this 

| House, provided the costshall notexceed one cent per copy. 


On this question the yeas and nays had been or- 
| dered, 

Mr. SWEETSER moved to lay the resolution 
on the table. 

The SPEAKER said that the resolution was 
not now before the House. The question was 
upon the motion tosuspend the rules to enable the 
rentieman from Pennsylvania to offer the resolu- 
uon. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That resolution refers, 
| I believe, to a publication that was made in the 
| Globe. I do not know myself what it is, and I 







































































































































are sa 

‘are in the same situation: 

it might be read by the Clerk. 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. 

read it, 


it is a short article, 


We have all 


be read by unanimous consent. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, objected. 

The question was then taken, and there were— 
yeas 132, nays 38; as follows: 


YEAS—Meesrs. Charles Alien, Willis Allen, Andrews, 
John Appleton, William Appieton, Ashe, Averett, Bell, 
Bibighaus, Bocock, Bragg, Breckenridge, Breuton, Briggs, 
Broeks, Albert G. Brown, Buell, Burrows, Busby, E. Car 
rington Cabeli, Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, ‘Thompson 
Campbell, Cartter, Caskie, Chandler, Chapman, Church 
well, Clark, Cleveland, Cobb, Colcock, Cullom, George T. 
Davis, Dawson, Dean, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, Eastman, 
Edinundson 
Thomas J. b. Fuller, Gentry, Giddings, Gilmore, Goode 
now, Green, Grow, Harper, Sampson W. Harris, Hart, 
Haws, Hascall, Haven, Hebard, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, 
Holladay, Horsford, John W. Howe, Thomas M. How?, 
Uunter, Ingersoll, Ives, Jackson, Jenkins, Andrew John 
son, Join Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, 
J. Glancy Jones, Preston King, Kuhns, Kurtz, Landry, 
Lockhart, Mace, Martin, McLanahan, McNair, Meaie, 
‘Miller, Miner, Molony, Henry D. Moore, Morehead, Mur 
ray, Nabers, Newton, Andrew Parker, Samuel W. Parker, 
Peaslee, Powell, Price, Richardson, Robinson, Ross, Rus 
sell, Schermerhorn, Schoummaker, Scudder,Origen S. Sey- 
mour, Smith, Benjamin Stanton, Frederick P. Stanton, 
Richard H. Stanton, Abranam P. Stevens, Stone, Stuart, 
Taylor, Benjamin Thompson, Geo. W. Thompson, Thurs- 
ton, Townshend, ‘Tuck, Walbridge, Ward, Washburn, 
Watkins, Welch, Welis, Alexander White, Wilcox, Wil- 
liams, Woodward, and ¥ ates—132 

NAYS—Mesars. Abercrombie, Barrere, Chastain, Cling- 
man, Daniel, John G. Davis, Edgerton, Gaylord, Hamilton, 


that there are mane gentlemen here who 
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The SPEAKER said that the article could only ! the table. 


George W. Thompson, Thurston, Townshend, Tuck 
bridge, Ward, Washburn, Watkins, Welch, Wells, X 
White, Wileox; Williams, Woodward, and Yates—127. 


So the Flouse refused to lay the resolution upon | 


Abraham P. Stevens, Stuart, Taylor, Benjamin rg 


| 


| 
i] 


The question being put upon the adoption of the 


|| resolution, it was negped to. | 


Mr. ORR. I 


mo 
I believe that || 

i| 
The SPEAKER. It is. 1] 
{Mr. BARRERE, from the Committee on En- || 


| to admit the vessel called the Eltwan to registry; 
| and it received the signature of the Speaker.] 


| rolled Bills, reported as correctly enrolled the bill | 
i 


Ficklin, Fiteh, Florence, Fowler, Freeman, | 


Mr. ORR. I do not propose to trouble the 
House with a long speech, but I desire to call their || 


| attention to the resolution they have just adopted, 


| that this printing, instead of being executed by 
| the public printer of the House, is to be executed 


| tleman, I will mae 


with the hope that the vote by which it was adopt- | 
ed will be reconsidered, and then that it will be | 
rejected. Before proceeding I desire to inquire of 
the gentleman who introduced this resolution if it 
was not his purpose, if it was not understood 


at the Globe office? 
Mr. ALLISON. With the consent of the gen- | 
to the interrogatory he has 


addressed to me. I certainly had no such inten- 


tion; I had no purpose that the publication should 


Isham G. Harris, Hendricks, Houston, Thomas Y. How, | 


James Johnson, George W. Jones, Letcher, Humphrey 
Marshall, McCorkle, McDonald, John Moore, Murphy, 
Oids, Orr, Penn, Phelps, Polk, Robbins, Sackett, School- 
craft, Scurry, Alexander H. Stephens, St. Martin, Sweet- 
ser, Venable, Wallace, Walsh, and Addison White—38, 
So the rules were suspended. 
Mr. ALLISON then submitted his resolution. 
And the —— being on its adoption, 
Mr. STUART moved the previous question; 


which was seconded, and the main question or- | 


be made at the office of the Globe. The only de- 
sire that I had was, that we should be permitted 
to disseminate the information contained in that 
publication throughout the country. There was 
no design to have it published at any particular 
office, but that the Committee on Printing should 


| have the entire direction of the matter, as it cer- | 


| man, I will ask him another question. 


dered to be put, which was upon the adoption of || : 
| that I did not know how I should designate the 


the resolution. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia, demanded the | 


yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. POLK called for the reading of the reso- 
hation. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. ORR. Will not this resolution, ifadopted, 
break the contract of the public printer ? 

The SPEAKER. 
termine what will be the effect of the resolution. 

Mr. ORR. Well, that will be the result of it. 
If it is adopted, we shall have the public printer 
coming to this House for compensation. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. ORR moved to lay'the resolution on the 
table, and on that motion demanded the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. DUNCAN. Is the question debatable? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Has the previous question 


| 1852. 
|| man will favor me with an answer. 


It is not for the Chair to de- =. f 
‘| mittee on Printing, by virtue of this resolution, 


| resolution to the publication in the Globe ? 


tainly has by the language of the resolution. 

Mr. ORR. With the permission of the gentle- 
Why is it 
then that reference is made in the preamble to the 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall answer that by saying 
particular matter I desired to have published bet- 
ter than to indicate the time that report was pub- || 
lished in the Globe, to wit: the Ist of January, | 

Mr. ORR. One other question, if the gentle- i 


Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 
Mr. ORR. Itis proposed to give to the Com- 


| the power to contract with any other person than | 


|| the public printer, if they see proper to do so. Is | 
| it intended to confer that authority? 


Mr. ALLISON. In answer to the gentleman, || 
[ have to say that the authority or direction | | 


| intended to give in the language of the resolution 


| to have printed one hundred thousan 


contract || 


was, that the committee should a 
copies of || 


| that report—not that they should have power to || 
| go to this office or that office, or to divert it from || 


been ordered on the resolution so that it cannot | 


be amended ? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

The question was then taken, and there were— 
yeas 49, nays 127; as follows: 


YEAS—Mesars. Abercrombie, Barrere, Bocock, Brooks, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Churchwell, 
Daniel, John G. Davis, Disney, Dunham, Edgerton, Flor- 
ence, Hall, Hamilton, Isham G. Harris, Haws, Hendricks, 
Houston, Thomas Y. How, James Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Landry, Letcher, Mace, Humprey Marshall, Mc- 
Mullin, Millson, John Moore, Murphy, Olds, Orr, Outlaw, 
Penn, Phelps, Polk, Price, Robbins, Sackett, Scurry, Stan- 
ly, Alexander H. Stephens, St. Martin, Sweetser, Ven- 
able, Wallace, Walsh, and Addison White—49. 

NAYS—Mesara. Charles Allen, Willis Allen, Allison, 


Andrews, John Appleton, William Appleton, Ashe, Aver- | 


ett, Babcock, Bartlett, Bibighaus, Bissell, Bragg, Brecken- 


ridge, Brenton, Briggs, Buell, Burrows, Busby, Caldwell, | 
Thomson Campbell, Cartter, Caskie, Chandler, Chapman, | 


Chastain, Clark, Cleveland, Cobb, Cullom, Curtis, George 
T. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dimmick, Dockery, Doty, Dun- 
ean, Durkee, Edmundson, Ewing, Ficklin, Fitch, ‘owler, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gaylord, Gentry, Giddings, Gilmore, 


Goodenow, Green, Grey, Grow, Harper, Sampson W. Har- | 


ris, Hart, Hascall, Haven, Hebard, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, 
Holiaday, Horsford, John W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, 
Hunter, Ingersoll, Jackson, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, 
John Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, J. 
Glancy Jones, Preston King, Kubns, Kurtz, Lockhart, Mar- 


Clingman, Colcock, 


the office to which it rightfully belonged. 
Mr. ORR. The effect of it is necessarily to 


| take this printing from the public printer and give | 


| it to some one else. 
ready entered into a contract by which he obli- 


| and has entered into bond for the faithful execu- 
| tion of it. 


tin, McCorkle, MeLanahan, McNair, Meade, Miller, Mi- | 
ner, Molony, Henry D. Moore, Morehead, Morrison, Mur- 


ray, Newwn, Andrew Parker, Samuel W. Parker, Peas- 
lee, Porter, Rantoul, Robinson, Ross, Russell, Schoonma- 
ker, Scudder, David L. Seymour, Origen 8. Seymour, Ben- 
jamin Stanton, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, 


| 
} 


| fest. 


The public printer has al- 
gates himself to do the printing for this House, 


The terms of jhe resolution, by con- || 
ferring upon the committée the power to go and | 
make a contract, contemplates the taking away of | 
this printing from the public printer. I do not || 
object to that particularly, but only to the result | 
that will grow out of it; and gentlemen who have | 
any experience here will bear testimony to the | 
fact, when I declare it, that the slightest pretext | 


e to reconsider the vote by |! 
| which the resolution was adopted. 
/'motion is debatable? 


| least pretext to come here and demand 
| tion by the passage of this ora similar resolution 


| or $100,000. 


| condensed report 


-hereafter. 
‘|| much as there is a condensed report, and that it 
_ will take a long time to print the elaborate report, 


| lished. 





will be seized upon by the public printer to claim 
I 


indemnity from this House for an alleged viola- 
tion of his contract. We have had experience 
already upon this subject. What will be the re- | 
sult if the printer fail to discharge his duties? || 
A motion will be made to bring him before the | 
House or the Committee on Printing, to whom | 
he willreply, that Congress has violated their con- 
tract by voting to another a portion of the public | 
printing which legitimately belonged to him. He | 
will bring in a memorial here claiming indemnity. 
It has beeifcharged that the public printer has 
thus far failed to do his duty. I have nothing to 
say for or against him, until that becomes mani- 
Let the Committee on Printing report to | 
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SSS I 
the House, and let them abrogate the con 


system; but I object to the giving the treet 
printer a pretext to come here and deman . 
pensation from this House for a supposed es 
tion of the contract, and declaring it roid" 
has failed to perform his obligations, do , 
him the excuse to come hére and say 
have violated the contract. as well as | 
that therefore the right does not exist 
hold me to a strict accountability.” 
printer has already-began to make complaints 
saw, a dy or two ago, & memorial of hig 
dressed to the Senate in reference to the o¢ - 
magy* He states that he has made ee 
ays, that he has purchased some five ee 
presses, brought hands here and a large amount 7 
type, for the perpese of doing the printing i 
my own opinion he has taken the contract a: ~ 
prices than the work can be executed for, hw 
I think, result in a failure; and if you give him z 


compensa. 


five 

“ that You 
have, and 
IN You wp 
The Public 


you will settle upon yourselves the nece 


paying for the breach of contract $40,000 SSity of 


$50,000 
Mr. INGERSOLL. I ask the gentleman from 


| South Carolina, whether it is within his knowl. 
| edge that, if this. matter goes to the Committes 
| on Printing, they will give it to some other office 


than that to which it properly belongs? 
_ Mr.ORR. My reason forassuming it to bes 
is based upon the preamble of the resolution, to 


_ which I desire to call the attention of the gentle. 
| man, 


It reads: 


Whereas the Superintendent of the Census has pyp. 
lished—in the Globe of January Ist, 1852—a clear and cop. 


| densed report of the Census, containing a large amount of 


valuable information : 
And whereas that information, now desired by the peo- 


|| ple, cannot be had, in the ordinary course of printing, for 


long time to come, and then in limited and very inadequate 
quantities; therefore. &c. 


Mr. INGERSOLL. I understand there js , 
ublished in the Globe, and that 
there is also an elaborate report to be published 


It is proposed by this resolution inas- 


that the report as contained in the Globe be pub- 
It does not seem to me that the resolution 
indicates that the printing shall be done by the 


| Globe office. 


Mr. FULLER, of Maine. 


I wish to inguire 


| of the gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. Ora,} 
|| if the motion to reconsider 


revail, whether the 
resolution could not be amended so as to author- 
ize the purchase of one hundred thousand copies 


| of the Globe, and thus obviate all the difficulty 


suggested by the gentleman? 

he SPEAKER. If the vote be reconsidered, 
it would bring the resolution back under the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. ORR. I was about to remark, that by 
adopting the course suggested, it would obviate 
the objection I have stated. I am opposed myself 
to printing any of these copies at all, but there is 


| evidently a majority of the House in favor of it. 


If the vote be reconsidered, and the resolution 
reached, gentlemen may move to amend it by or- 
dering the purchasing of one hundred thousand 


| copies of the Congressional Globe. Then it would 
| not interfere with the public printing at all. 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. In the ab- 
sence of the chairman of the Committee on Print- 
ing, | will make a statement in reference to this 
matter, so that the House may understand the 
provision in the contract. Some time ago there 
was a resolution introduced into the Senate, d 
recting the printing of the census to be given 0 


' the editors of the Union. That resolution was 


referred to the joint Committee on Printing of the 
two Houses. The committee met, took the mat 
ter into consideration, sent for the public printer, 
received from him a statement of his ——. 
rticular portion of the printing, which he 
some in wale: That Sees was ae al- 
tentively by the committee of the two Houses, 
together with his contract; and they came to the 
conclusion, I believe, unanimously, that both by 
the terms of the contract itself and by the law of 
Congress which directed the census to be taken, 
the public printer was not entitled to this print 
ing. The contract itself excluded it, and the law 
reserved to C the right to print this matter 
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